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the country at large to enter a State for the mitigation of any
pest which is a menace to the Nation at large. It should lie, I
think, well within the constitutional power of the General
Government to take the proper steps in any State in order to
mitigate such a pest. Inasmuch as migratory birds do destroy
such pests, without cost to the Government, I do not see why
legislation for their protection should be more subject to consti-
tutional restrictions than would be the sending of an employee
of the Government, whose expenses the Government has to pay,
into the same State for identically the same general purpose,
though it may be in the pursuit of a different type of pest.

If seems to me that every argument would be in favor of the
protection of the birds. They do the work of destroying insects
without cost to anyone and to the benefit of people living in
tdjoining States as well

If you permit migratory birds in the spring season to be killed
in certain favorable localities while they are en route to their
nesting grounds, they are placed at a great disadvantage.
There are certain strategic points or passways where, if they
are allowed to be killed, it will not be long before they will
become exterminated. The wild pigeon of the South, and of the
East for that matter, has in this way been exterminated. In
my section of the country they have exterminated the great bulk
not only of the migratory birds but of larger game in this
manner.

I remember in the winter of 1881 there came out of the Rogue
River Valley 10,000 deer hides, which sold on the market for 50
cents each. Those deer were killed for their hides. I have
hunted in the mountains and have seen the carcasses of deer
left there to rot. They were killed for their hides, worth 50
cents aplece, by hide hunters. The elk which ranged along the
coast of Oregon formerly could be sometimes found in bands
of 500 or 600. An elk will weigh as much as a thousand pounds.
They were practically exterminated for their hides at 50 cents
apiece. I do not know of a hundred in all to be found in the
State. I know of but one little band up in the mountains of
probably a dozen left on the old ground where I used to hunt.
Some men will kill them for a tooth to wear for a watch charm.

The geese and ducks in our country in the early days along
the Columbia River flats near Portland were countless in
numbers, but now they are very scarce. They are protecting
them now; they are feeding them; they are actually putting
out food for them in order to atiract them there. So it has
been all through our country with every kind of game, fish, and
fowl which were there in countless thousands in the early days.
Of course, they had to retreat from civilization, and that was
proper; but the needless slanghter of them, in my opinion, is
a great wrong; it is a crime against nature. No man knows nor
can he foretell what the harm, the damage, will be to the
future of the country. It disturbs the balance of nature, and
I do not see for the life of me how it can be any more uncon-
stitutional for the Government to say that these wild creatures,
which destroy pests and are a benefit to the country, shall be
protected for that reason, than it is to send a man into the
same State—as we have a perfect right to do—to kill insects
of various kinds in other ways. I do not understand any such
fine distinction, and I do not believe that if one is constitutional
the other is unconstitutional,

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, I shall not take issue with Sen-
ators. These two cases, so far as the law is concerned, may be
on all fours with each other, but here is the difference: My
purpose in opposing a large appropriation in this bill in cen-
nection with the enforcement of the migratory bird act is on
account of the necessary machinery which would have to be
furnished by the National Government under the civil-service
law, although at some time near at hand its constitutionality
might be questioned and decided in the courts. A large ex-
penditure would be placed upon the Government, even before
the act counld be tested, if we should undertake to go into every
State and place civil-service appointees there. Consequently,
as I have already stated, I think we should have only a small
appropriation for this work if there is to be any appropriation
at all.

MEMORIAL EXERCISES, BROOELYN NAVY YARD.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, we are advised
that the funeral ship, the U. 8. 8. Montana, bearing the bodies
of the American marines who lost their lives in the conflict
of arms at Vera Cruz, will reach our shores on Monday. I
am sure that it is the universal sentiment of the Senate that
its Members will deem it a mournful pleasure to testify their
respect for the memory of these heroic men by having this
body stand adjourned on the occaslon of the arrival of this
ship on her sad mission. I therefore move that when the Sen-

ate adjourns to-day it stand adjourned until Tuesday next at
12 o’clock meridian,
The motion was agreed to.
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13679) making appropriations for
%ellgiagnrtment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, President——

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I rise to a point of no quorum.
This is a very important subject,

Mr. WILLIAMS. I myself rose for the purpose of snggesting
the absence of a guornm.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum hav-
ing been suggested, the Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Gore Martine, N. T. Bhively
Brandegee Gronna Norris Simmons
Burle Johnson Overman Smith, Ga.
Burton Jones Pﬂ"’f Bmoot
Chamberlain Kenyon Perkins Stone
Chilton Lane Robinson Tillman
Crawford Lee, Md. Bhafroth Warren
Dillingham Lewls Bheppard Weeks
llinger McLean Sherman West

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-six Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is not a quorum present.
; Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I move that the Senate ad-
ourn. A

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 35 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, May 12, 1914, at
12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Sarurpay, May 9, 191).

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev, Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Father of life and love, we pour out our hearts in gratitude
to Thee for all the sweet and tender affections of the home, the
sanctity of which Is Mother; a name which challenges the
respect of all, inspires the fondest recollections, and awakens
the deepest reverence. In her, patience knows no bounds; in
her, is sacrifice personified; in her, faith finds its highest ex-
pression; in her, hope burns brightest; in her, religion mever
fails; in her, the love of heaven is reflected. No language can
express the herpism, power, and beauty of a mother's devotion ;
and the nation that holds sacred the charm of motherhood will
not fail in its quest for righteousness, truth, justice, merey,
liberty. So long as she lives in the heart of the Nation, so long
will it live. We thank Thee that our Republic has set apart a
day sacred to her memory. God bless our mother. May she
ever be an inspiration to nobler life and purer living for all the
world. In His name. Amen.

Th:a‘Journnl of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
prov
ENEOLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESI-

DENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the following bills and joint
resolution :

H. R.18770. An act to consolidate certain forest lands in the
Sierra National Forest and Yosemite National Park, Cal.;

H. R.12201. An act to increase the limit of cost for the ex-
tension, remodeling, and improvement of the Pensacola, Fla,,
post office and courthouse, and for other purposes; and

H. J. Res. 263. Joint resolution designating the second Sunday
in May as Mother's Day, and for other purposes.

W. HENRY PULLIAM,

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House briefly concerning the first Virginian who died
at Vera Cruz. :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
address the House. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, It becomes my sad duty to an-
nounce to the Congress the death of W. Henry Pulliamn, the first
Virginian to offer his life for his country in the hostilities with
Mexico. He was a constituent of mine, and comes from the
sturdy stock of the people of our Commonwealth, who have been
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ready at all times to offer themselves in the defense of their
homes and their country. His death causes universal sorrow in
the distriet in which he lived, and I insert an article from the
Southwest Times, which voices the sentiments of his people re-
garding the great and patriotic sacrifice that he has made.

The article is as follows:
¥ A BON OF PULASKI FIRST VIRGINIAN TO DIE AT VERA CEUZ—W. HENRX

PULLIAM, WHO WAS WOUNDED AT AMERICAN OCCUPATION OF MEXICAN

CITY, DIED TUESDAY—MESSAGE LATR YESTERDAY AFTERNOON—EODY

WILL BE BEOUGHT HOME FOR INTERMENT,

“ V. Henry Paulliam, a Pulaskian, was the first Virginian whose
life was sacrificed in the hostilities with Mexico. Wounded
ashore at Vera Cruz on April 22, the young man lingered until
yesterday (Tuesday) morning at 8 o'clock, when he suddenly
died as a result of his wounds received in the engagement in the
taking of that port by the American marines. As briefly stated
in yesterday's Times, a message was received by his father,
Mr. George W. Pulliam, stating that the young man was dead,
the message being received here at 3.17 in the afternoon.

“The news of Mr. Pulliam’s death was received by the Navy
Department at Washington from Admiral Badger. The same
was conveyed to Pulaskl through Secretary of the Navy Daniels
in the following message:

“It is with the deepest that the department has received
information from the commander in chief of the Atlantic Fleet that
your somn, Mr, Henry Pulliam, fireman first class, died suddenly Tues-
day, May 5, 8a. m, I extend to you m{\;ndeepeat sympathy In the loss
of your son. His heroic courage gives him a place among our country's
patriotic defenders,

“ Please telegraph if you wish the remains sent home,

“In response to the message the grief-stricken father wired
the department to send the remains home, and asked to be
advised when they could be expected to reach here. When the
body reaches home it will be received in a manner fitting that
of a hero who gave his life in the honorable discharge of the
duties which his country called upon him to do. The interment
will be attended with honors fitting the true American soldier
who has given his life in the defense of his country, details
of which will be announced later.

“The deceased died rather suddenly, as expressed in the mes-
sage received. As the messages of his condition were received
by his father from time fo time the seriousness of the young
sailor's condition was indicated. Relatives had thus been pre-
pared for the sad tidings. The gunshot wound which cost him
his life penetrated his chest, abdomen, and spinal column and
caused paralysis in the lower part of his body. Had he sur-
vived his wounds, it is probable he would have been helplessly
crippled for life. From the nature of the wound it appeared
that he had been fired on from above.

“ Willinm Henry Pulliam was the son of Mr. George Pulliam,
of this place, his father coming here from Carroll County, and
is now an employee of the General Chemical Co., with which
several of the brothers are also connected. He was born about
32 years ago on Maple Street, in the residence now occupied
by Dexter Ratcliffe. He was a splendid type of American
manhood, a picture of robust health from among the mountaing
of southwest Virginia. Ie was one of the eight children—
two sisters, Mrs. M. E. Shelton, of Roanoke, and Mrs. C. W.
French, of Front Royal, Va.; and five brothers, Joseph, Charles,
Robert, and Walter Pulliam, of Pulaski, and George Pulliam,
of Providence, . I. A younger sister died some months ago
at Front Royal while visiting her sister. His mother is also
dead. He visited home the last time last spring, when he re-
turned to his duties aboard ship after spending his furlough
here among home folks.

“ He was serving the fourth year of his enlistment in the Navy,
and his time would have expired early next year had he lived
to that time. He was a fireman of the first class on the battle-
ship Utah. He had risen through his integrity and general
ability and attention to duty to the first line on his ship, and
his record was a good one, as borne out by the brave spirit with
which he met his death. He was fond of the life and would
doubtless have reenlisted had he lived, for sea life seemed to
have a fascination for him. He met his death in the brave
discharge of his duties, and Pulaski, his home town, with his
country, will pay the tribnte to which he is justly entitled as
her citizens gather about the grave which will receive his body
when it was returned to his native home to rest.”

FRANEK DEVORICE.

Mr. VOLLMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for three minutes about an Iowa seaman who
was killed at Vera Cruz.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent to address the House. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. VOLLMER. Mr. Speaker, he was only an Iowa boy!
His humble home stood on the rolling prairie, amid the waving
cornfields of that State. The son of a poor immigrant, his name,
Frank Devorick, may sound strange, harsh, foreign, to those
who pride themselves on the untainted blue blood of ancient
native lineage. But he was an American, and nowhere does the
spirit of true Americanism boom with more of its original luster
and native intensity than among the descendants of the immi-
grant in our Middle West. Particularly is this true in the
great farming State of Iowa, where the public school has opened
the doors of the mind to higher thoughts and nobler aspira-
tions for a greater percentage of the people, as determined by
the statisties of literacy, than in any other State in the Union.
There, in the heart of the continent, 1,200 miles from the sea-
board, the ambitious boy dreams over his schoolbooks of the
far-away billowy ocean, * houndless, endless, and sublime,” and
of some day sailing across it under the flag of his country, the
emblem of the highest civilizatlon the world has ever seen.
This Government, to his unspoiled mind, is a great beneficent
power, whose citizens are sovereign, self-governing free men.
His unsophisticated views have not been formed in the debas-
ing environment of one of our great cities, with their machine
systems of political contrel, where the omnipotent boss gives
the lie to democratic pretensions and the people lose their faith
in republican institutions. But out there on the prairie they
still have the original notion of the thing, pure and undefiled,
and lhence whenever the country calls, they respond joyously
with the flower of their young chivalry. There you will find
the splendid brain and brawn, pulsing with love of country, so
pure and so powerful as to raise ordinary men of common clay,
to the spiritual heights of consecration.

When the day of v-rath shall come and the teachings of the
fathers shall seem all but submerged under the engulfing tide
of socialism and anarchism; when the mob of great metropoles,
the Huns and Vandals of the future, shall lay iconoclastic hands
on the pillars of the established order; when Ameriean patriot-
ism shall seem dead under the assaults of Utopian visionaries
who despise and condemn love of native land, yon will find
out on the farms of the Middle West the reserve supply of
the Republic. [Applause.] Thus we find this Iowa boy, who
never saw the army of the discontented trailing after the red
rag of revolution, enlisting whole-heartedly under the beaatifol
starry banner of his country, whose every fluttering fold speaks
to him of liberty and glory as no other flag on earth can speak,
and gladly offering his young life for it—one of the first to make
the sacrifice—far from his prairie home, on the burning sands of
the palm-fringed shores of the Spanish Main at ancient Vera
Cruz. But when I think of this boy dying down there. Mr.
Speaker, though I honor and have attempted to pay a feeble
tribute to the glory of the sacrifice, I ecan not help saying that
I wish that Mexico were in hell rather than that hell in Mexico
should continue to take from us an increasing toll of such
precious young lives. As for the humble name of Frank
Devorick, it takes its place among the names of American
heroes forever enshrined in the Valhalla of a grateful Nation.
[Applause.]

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BARNOART. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inqguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BARNHART. I have three privileged resolutions that
I would like to submit this morning, because those interested in
them are present, and I ask unanimous consent that whatever
time is taken in the consideration of these resolutions may be
added to the time for general debate on the pending pension
appropriation bill.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit,
I will ask unanimous consent that the time consumed before we
go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
shall be added to the time allowed yesterday for general debate
on the pension appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER. This time will not be taken out of the time
for general debate.

Mr. MANN. But the time was limited to a certain hour.

Mr. BARTLETT. The order is that general debate shall close
at 4 o'clock.

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that the
order was for so many hours. The gentleman from Georgia
asks unanimous consent that whatever time is consumed before
we go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union on the pension bill shall be added to the time, so that the
general debate may be extended that much longer after 4 o'clock.

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Reserving the right to object, is
the extension of time to start from this moment?
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The SPEAKER. No; it i3 to be considered ag having begun
at 12 o'clock to-day. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
MEMORIAL EXERCISES, BROOKELYN NAVY YARD, NEW YORK.
The SPEAKER aunounced as the committee on the part of
the House to attend the exercises to be held at the navy yard
in Brooklyn, N. Y., on Monday, May 11, 1914, in honor of the

“men of the Navy and Marine Corps who lost their lives at Vera

Cruz, Mexico, Mr. Fitzeerarp, Mr. MAHER, Mr. CALDER, Mr. LOGUE,
Mr. GreenE of Vermont, Mr. THAcHER, Mr. DEITRICE, Mr. SABATH,
Mr, DaLe, Mr. Stevens of New Hampshire, Mr., Wirsox of Flor-
ida, Mr. WaALsH, Mr. Warker, Mr. DoxoHoE, Mr, DuprE, Mr.
GorLproGcLE, Mr. WirHERsSPooN, Mr. Dooring, Mr. Sceump, Mr.
GrrrrFiN, and Mr. Vorosmes, with the understanding that if Mr.
WaLker does not reach Washington in time to go, Mr. BARTLETT
shall take his place on the committee.
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr, Speaker, I submit a privileged reso-
lution and ask for its present consideration.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 489 (H. Rept. 647).

Resolved, That there shall be printed as a House document 1,000
copies of revised hearings before a subcommittee of the Committec on
Pensions having under consideration various bills introduced and re-
ferred to the sald committee for the purpose of pensioning the survivors
of the Indlan wars that occurred after the late Clvil War.

Mr. MANN. I make this suggestion to the gentleman: This
resolution provides that there shall be printed as a House docu-
ment 1,000 copies, The ordering of anything printed as a House
document carries with it the printing of 1,300 and odd copies.
1 suppose what the gentleman wants is 1,000 extra copies for the
use of the committee, or the Members.

Mr. BARNHART. We talked that over, and the genileman
who submitted the resolution [Mr. KeaTiNG] was entirely satis-
fied to take 1,000 coples.

Mr. MANN. Yes; but he will not get 1,000 copies. The
printing of a House document means, I think, that the House
gets 300 copies, the Senate 200 copies—I do not remember the
exact number—and that the remainder go to the depositories
seattered throughout the country, a certain number to the de-
partments, and so forth.

Mr. BARNHART. The committee fully realized that at the
time we considered the resolution; but this is simply to include
something which was omitted from the print of the hearing.

Mr. MANN. I understand. Why not print it as a House
document, and print 1,000 additional copies?

Mr. BARNHART. The purpose of reprinting the matter was
that it affects very largely the soldiery of the West who fought
in several Indian wars. The gentleman from Utah [Mr.
Howerr] had some remarks to submit to the committee, but
at the time of the hearings he was absent and did not return
until the hearings were closed. What he wanted to say and has
submitted is of importance to the committee and to the country
generally, and the committee has asked for a reprint, which
they could not have except by a simple resolution, and the cost
will amount to $19.50.

The SPEAKER. Does either the gentleman from Illinois or
the gentleman from Indiana wish to offer an amendment?

Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out * 1,000
copies of” and insert the word “ the,” and add to the resolution
the following: “ One thousand additional copies for the use of
the House.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the resolution, page 1, line 2, by striking out “ 1,000 copies
of " and Insert the word * the,” and ndd to the resolution the followlng :
“One thousand additional copies for the use of the House.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

MILITARY POLICY OF UNITED STATES IN MEXICAN WAR.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi-
leged resolution and ask for its consideration.
The Clerk read as follows:
House resolution 493 (H. Rept. 648).

Resolved, That there be reprinted as a separate document, for the nse
of the House of Representatives, 3,000 copies of chapter 15 of the Mill-
ta Pomi; of the United States, by Gen. Emory %Ilpton. entitled “ Tha
Mil tariv 'olicy of the United States during the Mexlean War,” bein
95 to 222, inclusive, of Senate Document No. 404, Sixty-secom
gress, second session ; i copies of the same to be distributed
through the folding room of the House and 2,000 copies through the
document room of the House.

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman explain the resolution?
Mr. BARNHART. This refers to some comments on our mili-
tary policy in the old Mexican War.

Mr, HAMILTON of Michizan. What is supposed to be its
present value?

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am the author of the resolu-
tion. It proposes to reprint a chapter from a public document
entitled “'The Military Policy of the United States,” by Maj.
Gen. Emory Upton, a distinguished officer of the Civil War, and
the author of * Upton's Tactics.” After the close of the war he
made a trip around the world to study the military systems of
Hurope and Asia. The document from which this chapter is to
be reprinted is considered by all military authorities to be one
of the greatest works ever issued on the subject of American
military history. Unfortunately the general died before he could
complete the chapters relating to the last two years of the Civil
War. The entire work should be studied by every Member of
Congress, because it treats of our wars from a totally different
viewpoint than that of the ordinary historian.

The particular chapter that I desire to have printed deals
with the Mexican War. It gives the instructions to the military
commanders prior to the war and other interesting details. It
gives a summary of the military legislation passed by Congress
during the war and the effect of that legislation. It shows the
evil of short enlistments. An act of Congress provided for em-
listments for 12 months, and the result was that when Gen.
Scott arrived about halfway between Vera Cruz and the City
of Mexico terms of service of about 4,000 of his men expired.
and he had to wait a solid year until new troops were recruited
and sent to him before it was possible to capture Mexico City.
I am sure that every Member of the House will read this extract
with great interest. I must confess that the first time I read it
I found the enfire work more interesting than any novel.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman thinks that
this special chapter may be of special value in the present situ-
ation?

Mr. HAYDEN. We can only judge the future by the past.
1'_I‘ha- SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

DRAINAGE SBURVEY, RED LAKE RESERVATION,

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I present the following reso-
lution and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration.
The Clerk read as follows:
House resolutlon 481 (H. Rept. 646).

Whereas Congress by act ggnroveﬂ June 30, 1913, authorized a drainage
survey of the diminished Red Lake Reservation In Minnesota to ga
ma&ie. together with an estlmate of the cost of such drainage project;

an
Whereas such survey and estimate has been made by the artment of

the Interlor and a report thereon prepared ;: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the report of sald survey, with fllustrations, be printed
as a publlc document, and that 500 additional coples be printed for the
use of the House document room.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman that it
be printed as a House document and not a public document.

Mr. BARNHART. If it were printed as a house document it
would malke a saving of 1,351 copies.

Mr. MANN. It will be entitled a House document,

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the
word “ public” and insert the word “ House.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. How was this survey made, under what
authority ?

Mr. BARNHART. Under the authority of the Government,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why is it not printed by the Interior
Department ?

Mr. BARNHART. I will yield to the gentleman from Min-
nesota, It never has been printed.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why does the department not print it?

Mr. BARNHART. I do not understand why.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why should the congressional allot-
ment for printing be charged with the expense of printing for
the Department of the Interior?

Mr. MANN. Because the House Members want it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The fact is we are having complaints
about the cost of printing. The gentleman from Indiana, chair-
man of the Committee on Printing, brings in this resolution
putting the cost of departmental printing on the congressional
allotment, There will be no end to it.

Mr. MANN. I suggest that sometimes, where an investiga-
tion is made and the department does not care to have it printed
for their use and Members of the House desire them for their
use, Congress should print it. In this case the gentleman
from Minnesota has a live matter before the House, and he
wants this document in connection with it for the use of the
Members of the House. There are a lot of these drainage prop-
ositions before Congress, and this document is for the benefit
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of the Members of the House, for all of the Members of the
House interested in the proposition.

Mr. BARNHART. The Committee on Printing tries to check
these matters. In this case there is a demand for the publica-
tion. The expense of the survey has been incurred and the
result of it is a matter of general importance and a matter of
public benefit. The cost of the item is §135.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Department of the Interior gets
nearly half a million dollars for printing every year. Because
some Member of Congress has an interest in some particular
document it will not print the result of its investigations out
of its own appropriation, but will leave it to the resource and
activity of the various Members of Congress interested in the
matter to get the printing done at the expense of the allotment
for printing for Congress. In that way our printing expenses
increase very largely, and the department augments its appro-
priation by unburdening its work at our expense.

Mr., BARNHART. 1 fully appreciate the statement of the
gentleman from New York, but there are exceptions. If the
gentleman from New York will be on hand when the general
printing revision bill is up——

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the time to stop it is now, not when
that bill is up, because there is not much prospect of that bill
coming up.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr, Speaker, I am not so sure that this
appropriation ought to be stopped. I think it is a perfectly
Jjust request or I would not have reported it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why not make the Department of the
Interior pay for it?

Mr. BARNHART. The Department of the Interior said it
could not furnish them when I inguired of them, and I had to
let it rest at that. I had no means of compelling the depart-
ment to furnish them,

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is only about two months to the first
of the fiscal year, and that department will then have its new
appropriation and could print the report then.

Mr. BARNHART. These diiches are liable to run dry before
that time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution
as amended.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the general debate
on the pension bill will be limited, under the unanimous-consent
agreement, to 4.35 o'clock p. m.

PENSIONS.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R, 15280,
the pension appropriation bill,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
slderation of the pension appropriation bill, with Mr, MURRAY
of Oklahoma in the chair.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair please inform
me how the time stands?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has used 2
hours and 1 minute. The gentleman from Minnesota has used
1 hour and 11 minutes, and the gentleman from Illinois has 12
minutes remaining.

Mr., BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Digs]. [Applause.]

[Mr. DIES addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. ForoNEy]. [Applause.]

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, although I differ with my
Democratic friends on the question of levying duties on foreign
imports for protective purposes, I do not impugn their motives.
I only claim they are misguided in judgment. All men wish to
see our people prosperous, our factories and farmers success-
ful. Republicans believe our success largely depends upon a
protective-tariff law fo bring prosperity to our people. The
Democratic Party believes in a tariff for revenue only, or free
trade. I claim both parties can not be correct in their conten-
tions. I am gincere in my opinion and believe the Democrats

are sincere.

The people of this country are divided into three distinet divi-
sions. About one-third of our people live in the rural gdis-
tricts—the farmers. About one-third belong to the laboring
classes and about one-third to the professional classes—doctors,
lawyers, ministers, business men, and such like. Any measure

-enacted into law that discriminates against the first class men-
tioned—the agriculturists—is wrong. The farmers produce the
bread and butter for all the people. No doctor, no lawyer, no
minister, can live on his library. They depend on the farming
class to furnish the necessaries of life—food supplies. I say
any law that discriminates against the farmers of this country,
who are the bone and sinew of the Nation, is neither equitable
nor just, and is #n assault upon American prosperity.

The Democratic Party is in full power in national politics
and is making laws in keeping with their teachings. Many
laws of importance have been and are being made by that
party which are directly in opposition to prineciples laid down
by the Republican Party. The Democrats are not in power by
having received a majority of the votes cast at the last general
election, for they received something like 2,450,000 less than a
majority. Their being in power was occasioned entirely by a
family row in our own party, due to the high regard entertained
by some of our people for Mr. Roosevelt. That family row so
divided us that the power to legislate was thrown to our oppo-
nents.

This country has never prospered under Democratic free-
trade rule. Free trade or tariff for revenue only brings foreign
labor and foreign products in competition with American labor.
Such laws can not lift up degraded labor in foreign countries
to a level with the American standard of living, but certainly
brings American labor down toward the level of the cheap labor
of other countries with whom we must compete.

Over 60,000,000 people live directly south of the United States
in the 13 Republics of South America. Each one of these Re-
publics exists under a distinct and different form of govern-
ment. The Guiana Republics, for the past 400 years eontrolled
by England, France, and Holland, find their-people of the labor-
ing class, on account of their free-trade laws, receiving but 30
cents per day, not including board. Chile, a country of low
tariffs and export duties, finds her eommon people in poverty,
receiving but 24 to 30 cents per day in gold, not including board.

However, some of these South American Republics have high
protective tariff laws, and their manufacturing industries and
laborers are prosperous. In Brazil, with high-tariff laws, the
scale of wages is as high, if not higher, than in the United
States.

China and Japan, free-trade countries, find their common
people in poverty and degradation. In short, free-trade coun-
tries the world over all have a low standard of wages and liv-
ing Tor their common people, and high-tariff eountries are corre-
spondingly prosperous. This should be sufficient evidence that
the Republican policy of protection is the only one under which
the people of the United States, as a whole, as well as capital,
can or will be prosperous.

What is the policy of a man who believes in free trade or
tariff for revenue only? If is to give American markets to
people of lands across the sea and their beneficiaries—the im-
porters; to put the American mill owners out of business and
the American wage earners out of employment, in order that he
may buy, in foreign countries, articles made by cheap labor,
when such articles could and should be made by American labor,
enjoying the American standard of living and wages.

A Democratic Member of the House from Illinois, who took
a prominent part in the framing of the agricultural schedule in
the Underwood tariff law, boasts, so I am informed, that at
this early date under the new law we have imported large guan-
tities of Argentine corn. Certainly the importation of Argen-
tine corn is detrimental to the welfare of corn growers in the
United States. Argentine corn for the past few months has
supplied the Corn Products Refining Co. and the National
Starch Co. Both of these companies, if my information is cor-
rect, are owned by the Standard Oil Co. A very charitable act,
indeed, to help the Standard Oil Co., to the desriment of the
farmers of the United States—quite in keeping with Demo-
cratic policies,

Our farmers can easily meet competition with other nations
of the world, if they are willing to get down to that nation's
scale of wages, but such a proposition is a gross insult to
American freemen. However, Secretary Redfield, a member of
the Democratic administration’s Cabinet, boasts that Importa-
tions of meat have increased from 865,000 pounds during the
last three months of 1912 to 33,500,000 pounds for the last three
months of 1913 under free trade. Mr, Redfield, I say, boasts of
that fact. Our cattle raisers, when going to the polls to vote
will undoubiedly remember that boast. :

The farmers of the States of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minne-
sota produce large quantities of potatoes annually, yel our
Democratic friends are boasting of enormous importations of
foreign potatoes. No doubt, when our farmers go to the polls
to vote mext fall and in November, 1016, they will remember
that boast.
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Tn framing the Underwood tariff law the authors thereof
evidently had in mind but one class of people in the United
States—the consumers, who are not producers of agricultural
or manufactured products, forgetting that no consumer can
consume unless he obtains employment to obtain money with
which to purchase. In framing and enacting this law our
Democratic friends have made it possible for labor across the
gen to find added employment, and to have increased purchasing
power, while thousands of our consumers are walking the
streets, without employment or purchasing power, and consum-
ing in a most meager manter.

Lower tariff means increased importations of foreign goods
and greater exports of gold to pay for the same, all of which
is most disastrous to the prosperity of the people of the United
States. !

Our Demoecratie friends know full well that each and every
panic that ever existed in this country was largely due to
heavy importations of produets of the farm and the factory and
heavy exports of gold to pay for the same, leaving us without
gold and with a surplus of farm and manufactured products,
with a depressed market in which to sell.

The following article recently appeared in the Philadelphia
Inguirer and is an excellent explanation of some of the disad-
vantageous effects of the free-trade theory and the benefits of
protection to American capital and labor :

My only capital is my muscle, energy, and lntegri‘tjy, and, being a
crlpgle, I am often handicapped in the race for bread. But there is
red blood In every vein and artery in my body and a heart that throbs
for every worker, but especially for the wage earner.

To all these 1 submit a few facts that will help to see what our
tariff legislation threatems. The biggest glass comPany in the State—
Pennsylvania—owns very large works in both this couniry and Bel-
ginm. The company %1{; workmen in the United States three times
the wages it pays in fum to the same number of workers for the
same grade of work. But it pays three times as large dividends in
Belgium as it pays in this country on the same amount of investment,

ow, cut out the protective duties on glass and which body of
workers would be employed to make the glass for Americat The
work will go to the foreigner and idleness and soup honses will be
our portion. In Pittsburgh there are 16 plate-glass companles, 21
bottle works, 14 window-glnss works, and 10 lamp-chimney, electric-
globe works, ete,

The glass company referred to made 80,000 tons of glass in this
country in 1911, the raw material for which was soda ash, coal, gas,
arsenic, lead, colors, lumber, nalls, ete. When the order for 80,000
tons of glass came in an order for 40,000 tons of sand went to four
States and an order of 40,000 tons of soda ash went to three States.
When the order for soda ash reached their works an order went to
limestone guarries for 20,000 tons of lime rock and to salt works
for 20,000 tons for salt and to coal mines for 10,000 tons of coal;
then to the works to make the soda ash to be delivered to the glass
works, thus employing an army of workmen at American wages to
work in stone guarry, salt plants, coal mines, soda-ash works, on rail-
roads ; then in the glass works, to say nothing of the lumbermen, saw-
mills, clerks, ete.

Now, throw out of employment the glassworkers of Pittsburgh alone

and down along the line of all ve plants goes the crash. TUpon
each busy glassworker depends a half dozen workmen for wages.
Suppose these idle men knock at the door and ask for work. Work

or starvation must come. Then the man who knows it all appears,
and his answer is: “ Men, what you want is the initiative, referendum,
recall, ete.” Don't think of starving mothers, wives, and children
when you can think of such great questions as I am dreaming about.
What say you wage earners? Shall we be duped by dreamers while our
wages are pald to tollers beyond the sea? There are two ways to
prevent this—one is to cut our wages; the other is to restore protective
duties b returnlnti to power the Republican Party. After we succeed
we may listen to those who are dreaming.

[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. MANN. Saure.

Mr. FORDNEY. It can not truthfully be denied that a ma-
jority of the people of the United States are in favor of protec-
tion to Ameriean industries and labor, for, although the party
in power candidly believe in free trade or a tariff for revenue
only, they are not in power by having received a majority of
the votes cast at the polls in November, 1912,

No one will deny that the votes cast for Mr. Taft and Mr.
Roosevelt in that election were cast by people who believed in
the policy of protection, and the votes cast for the Democratic
and Socialistic candidates combined fall far short of a majority
of the votes polled. Therefore it can not be claimed by the
friends of the Underwood tariff bill that this law has been
placed upon our statutes at the request of a majority of our
yvoters,

* The Soclalists do not even believe in levying a tariff for rev-
enune purposes. They want free trade on imports, and they
also want a division of all property held by our people. They
can not be considered as being in sympathy with either the
Democratic or Republican policies, for they are not. That
there has been a sentiment among many of our people for a
change of some kind will not be denled. For the past several
years a great many agitators have been at work stirring up dis-
content. Some of these men I credit with being sincere, but a
great number were at work solely for the purpose of gaining
personal political favor. It is easy to criticize, but difficult to
suggest practical changes to better conditions. When a man is

in straitened financial circumstances it is easy to influence
him by argument that a change of some kind will be beneficial
to him, for he feels he has nothing to lose and everything to
gain. This agitation undoubtedly aided in putting the Demo-
cratic Party in control at the last general election.

During the past 10 years or more the cost of living has mate-
rially increased, but up to 1913 employment has been plentiful
and good wages have been paid—higher wages than ever be-
fore—and during no period of our history have the laboring men
been better clothed, bette: fed, or enjoyed more of the comforts
of life. We passed through a period of low prices under a free-
trade law from 1894 to 1897, but employment was scarce, and
many had little or no purchasing power, and there was much
suffering and hardship. That period of low prices and hard
times has been forgotten by many. In fact, it is shown by
statistics that about 51 per cent of the people who voted at the
general election in 1806 are now dead, and that hundreds of
thousands of the voters of to-day were but § years of age in
1896 and know nothing of the conditions that existed under the
Wilson tariff-for-revenue-only measure, or free-trade law, from
1894 to 1897, which caused such widespread suffering and shrink-
age in values. The necessaries of life reached bottom prices
known to this country, yet, as before stated, the country never
knew a time of greater suffering and distress among our poor
ll}gggle, a condition so absolutely reversed from 1897 down to

In the campaign of 1896 our Democratic friends claimed we
did not have enough money in the country with which to do the
business of the country, and that if we had more and easy
money prices of all commodities would advance, which wis so
much desired at that time. The contention of the Rlepublican
Party was that it was not so much more money that was re-
quired as it was a restoration of confidence and the exclusion
from our markets of the produets of cheap labor from abroad,
and a preservation of our home markets for our manufactured
and agricultural products.

At that time we had $22 per capita in eirculation, but now
our Democratie friends claim, although we have $35 per eapita
in circulation in the United States, that we need more money
and easier money to bring down prices, and to substantiate
this theory they point with pride to the currency law recently
passed. They believe that measure will cure all our finaneial
ills. We all agree that more easy money would add to our pros-
perity, provided our people were furnished with employment, but
this can only be done by preserving American markets for the
articles we can produce in this country.- It is impossible to
bring prosperity by inviting greater importations of foreign
competitive products at low prices, thus closing the doors of
our factories and displacing American labor for the employment
of cheap labor of foreign countries.

Seventeen years have elapsed since our last experiment with
free trade and low tariff, and many have been led to believe
their incomes have not increased in proportion to the cost of
living and that low prices are desirable. Generally speaking,
everyone has something to sell—it is either his labor or a
product of labor. It is equally true that everyone has to buy.
If all could get better prices for what they have to sell and
have lower prices on what they have to buy, it would be an
ideal change, but the absurdity ‘of such a proposition is self-
evident, for we must buy and sell to one another. However,
many, ignorant of conditions under former periods of low
prices, or closing their eyes to those conditions, have been led
to believe that prices can be lowered without a corresponding
decrease in wages and employment. In 189006 we claimed we
needed a party in power during those panicky days that would
bring confidence to the people and bring out of hiding the money
we had and put it in circulation, and we made this argument
then and succeeded, and had the greatest measure of prosperity
from 1897 to 1913 that any people in any country under the sun
have ever enjoyed. [Applause on the Republican side.]

My Democratic friends, one thing in which I believe I am
right, and you will agree with me, is that you who live south
of the Mason and Dixon line are natural-born free traders. It
comes as nature to yon. When the 13 Colonies formed into a
Union and adopted a Constitution the people of this country
soon became divided in their views on the power of Congress,
under the Constitution, to impose on foreign imports a tax
sufficiently high for protective purposes. The people were
divided into two classes, called “loose constructionists” and
“ striet constructionists” The strict constructionists were free
traders, who contended the Constitution gave Congress no right
to impose a tax on imports greater than would yield a sufficient
gum of money to pay the running expenses of the Government.
The loose constructionists were protectionists. George Wash-
ington and Alexander Hamilton and others who helped frame
the Constitution took the view of the loose constructionists,
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that the Constitution of the United States did give Congress
the right to impose a duty on foreign imports not only for the
raising of money to pay the running expenses of this Govern-
ment, but to protect the industries of this country against cheap
foreign labor.

John Quincy Adams, of Massachusetts, Secretary of State in
1824, was chosen President by the House of Representatives
in February, 1825. Each State having one vote, 13 States
yoted for Adams: 7 for Jackson, of Tennessee; and 4 for Craw-
ford, of Georgia.

The Adams and Clay factions were protectionists, or so-called
loose constructionists, and when put into power passed a tariff
act in 1828. The southern Members of Congress were almost
a unit for free trade or tariff for revenue only.

South Carolina, on November 19, 1832, at a State convention
held at Columbus, declared the tariff acts of 1828 and 1832 to
be *“null and void” and no law, and not binding upon that
State, and declared she would not permit the collection of
duties on imports into South Carolina and threatened secession,
and only yielded after President Jackson issued a proclamation,
December 16, 1832, warning that State against such action,
and followed up his proclamation by sending a naval force to
Charleston Harbor and provided guards for the customs offi-
cialg, thus ending that secession controversy and tariff dispute.

In the Southern States slavery was lawful, and the people
there were chiefly engaged in raising cotton. With slave labor,
the cheapest labor in the world, they could compete in the pro-
duection of cotton with any country in the world. They wanted
cheap manufactured products and cheap foodstuff for their
slaves, and were frank and open in opposition to tariff protec-
tion for the factories of the North, claiming the people of the
North should turn their attention to agricultural pursuits,
which would enable the South to obtain a ready and, abundant
supply of foodstuff for the slave labor at the lowest possible
cost. They also contended that by free trade manufactured
articles could be obtained from abroad at a lower price than
at home under a protective tariff. Knowing Europe must be
looked to as a market for the major portion of their cotton, they
realized the possibility, under free trade, of exchanging cotton
for cheap European manufactured products.

In the campaign of 1844 James K. Polk, a candidate for the
Presidency, was accused of being in favor of a tariff for revenue
only—a polite term for free trade. To offset this accusation, Polk
and his friends issued a letter and published it broadeast over
the country. In part, it was as tol]qws: :

James K. Polk has ever pursued a straightforward.and consistent

* course upon the tarlff, as well as upon other questions of national policy,
and he is now most decidedly and unequivoeally committed in favor of a

tariff which shall afford fair and just protection to agriculture, manu-
facturing—

And so forth.

This letter satisfied the so-called loose constructionists, or
more properly called protectionists, and Polk was elected, and
George M. Dallas, of Pennsylvania, an avowed protectionist, was
elected Viee President.

Congress met December 1, 1845. The Democrats, or strict con-
structionists, were in the majority in both branches of Congress.
The President’s message condemned all antislavery agitation,
recommended a subtreasury, and a tariff for revenue only. At
that session of Congress, on July 30, the tariff act of 1846 was
passed by a party vote. It followed the strict constructionists’
theories of establishing rates of duties sufficient only to provide
revenue for the Government, without regard for protection.
On one tie vote in the Senate, Dallas cast the deciding ballot
and voted for free trade, President Polk signed the bill—the so-
called Walker Tariff Act—and that act resulted in the lecss of
our balance of trade. With the exception of a single year dur-
ing the life of the bill our imports exceeded our exports, as the
following table explains. The balance of trade against the
United States averaged $£34,000,000 for 10 years.

Balance of trade of the United Btates from 1347 to 1857,

Excess Excess

o of imports | of exports
Year. over over
exports. imports.

£34,317, 240

Our Democratic friends have ever since claimed that we had
a period of prosperity due to that bill. Gentlemen, they are
mistaken. We did have prosperity. but it was not due to the
tariff law at that time, because that law brought a balance of
trade against us every year that it was upon our statute books,
except the first year after its adoption. Gold was discovered in
California, and we had war with Mexico, and there was war in
Europe, all of which created a great demand for the products
of this country. We produced somewhere from fifty to one hun-
dred million dollars a year of gold, and it kept the Treasury of
the United States from running dry in paying our foreign debts.
The strict constructionists came back into power in 1856 and
adopted n measure giving much more free trade than was pro-
vided in the Walker tariff law, and the panic of 1857 ensued.

1t is interesting to observe how history is repeating itself.
In the campaign of 1912 President Wilson in public utterances
assured the people of this country, if elected President of the
United States, he would injure no legitimate indusiry. I heard
many protectionists during that campaign say they would vote
for Wilson because of his publicly announced friendliness to
protection. They were misguided, for, like Mr. Polk in 1844 and
1845, President Wilson, after committing himself to protection,
has signed a bill for free trade, or tariff for revenue only.
President Wilson, after nearly three score and ten years, has
followed in the footsteps of Polk.

If I am correctly informed, President Wilson, while the con-
vention at Baltimore was in session, assured the people of Lou-
isiana he would not in the least injure the cane-sugar industry
of the South; but we see to-day a tariff law on our statute
books, signed by President Wilson, which will eventnally place
sugar on the free list. Suogar mill after sugar mill in the State
of Loulsiana is going into the hands of receivers.

I again say, history is repeating itself after lo these many
years., Wilson dias followed the footsteps of James K. Polk,
who, over his own signature, in the letter above referred to,
befogged the minds of the people of the United States, from
whom he was then seeking support.

President Polk, in his message to Congress of December 2,
1845, said, in regard to the tariff:

The attention of Congress 18 Invited to the importance of making
sultable modifications and reductions of the rates of duty Imposed by
our present tariff law. The object of imposing duties on imports shounld
be to raise revenune to pay the necessary expenses of the Government.
Congress may undoubtedly, In the exercise of a sound discretion, dis-
criminate in arranging the rates of duty on different articles; but the
discrimination should be within the revenue standard and be made with
the view to raising money for the support of the Government, * * =
Taxation, direct or indirect, is a burden, and it should be Imposed
as to operate as equally as mu{ be on all classes in the proportion of
their ability to bear it. To make the taxing power an actual benefit to
one class necessarlly increases the burdens of the others Leyond their
prtp)oruon and would be manifestly unjust.

The terms “ protection to domestic industry " are of popular Import,
but they should apply under a just system to all the various branches
of lndustr{ in our country. The farmer or the n!anter who toils in
his fields is engaged in domestic industry and is as much entitled to
have his labor protected as the manufacturer, the man of commerce,
the navigator, or the mechanic. * * * The joint labor of all these
clpsses constitutes the agegregate of the domestic industriesof the Nation,
and they are equally entitled to the Natlon's protection. No one of
them can jostly claim to be the exclusive recipient of the protection.

which ecan only be afforded by increasing burdens on the domestic in-
dustries of the others.

President Wilson, in his message which he read in the House
of Representatives Tuesday, April 8, 1913, said:

We have seen tariff legislation wander very far afield in our day.
* » * fThe object of tarif duties henceforth laid must be effective
competition with whetting of American wits b{; contest with the wits
of the rest of the world. * * * We must build up trade, we need
the outlet and the enlarged fleld of energy more than we ever did be-
fore, We must bulld up Industries as well as adopt freedom In the
g‘l;;:g of artificial stimulation only so far as it will build up, not pull

And, gentlemen, you from south of the Mason-Dixon line
believe in a tariff for revenue only, which is nothing other than
free trade, because it does not make any difference what amound
of duties you put upon an imported article, if it is below thg
point of protection it eripples the industries of this country and
is equivalent to free trade. If you are going to drown me, it
makes no difference whether you put me 10 feet under water or
10 inches, just so long as there is enough water to cover my head
you are going to accomplish your object. And it makes no dif-
ference how low you put the duty, whether it is absolntely free
or below a protective point, it is free trade and means disaster
to.the institutions of this country.
© Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. FORDNEY. I will be glad to do so.

Mr. FESS. I think for the sake of the record, with reference
fo 1844, when James K. Polk was elected upon that promise, you
ought alse to state that he defeated the greatest protectionist
the couniry ever knew—Henry Clay.
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Mr. FORDNEY. I thank the gentleman for his suggestion.

Gentlemen, my time will be too limited to give you the full
extent of my argument along this line, but I want to impress
upon you the faet that a Demeocrat votes for free irade because
that theory is instilled in him. He was born a free trader,
bronght np on free-trade doctrine, and will not be shown the
error of his way.

During the campaign preceding the last general election the
Democratic Party, among other things, pledged itself to fur-
nish ample employment and reduce the cost of living. They
are now in power; they have placed a tariff law on our statute
books, and the results of their efforts are beginning to be
shown. I am mest firmly convinced reduced wages must and
will accompany lower prices, and from reports rapidly coming
in the number of unemployed is increasing at an alnrming rate.
It appears if low prices are in store for us low wages and lack
of employment will reach us first, and that lack of purchasing
power will to a large measure be responsible for depressed
prices, if depressed prices come.

The argument of the man who believes in free trade or tariff
for revenue only is made solely from the viewpoint of a con-
sumer. He loses sight of the fact the consumer's income may
be affected. He forgets there are two sides to the argument.
Let us sce whether his position is logical or whether there is
substantial ground for argument.

Tor example, he believes if a sunit of clothes can be pro-
duced in England or any other foreign country and furnished
to the consumers in this country at a lower cost than similar
clothes can be manufactured in this country, that we should en-
courage the purchase of such clothes from abroad and let the
consumer have the benefit. He uses the same argument in con-
nection with other articles of consumption in this country
which can be produced abroad cheaper than at home, In an-
swer to that theory permit me to say I have o my back a suit
of clothes of medium quality, and in the converting of the
cloth and trimmings into the finished product labor received
$17.50.. If this suit of clothes had been made in England, by
labor receiving but 40 per cent of the wages paid for the same
class of labor in the tailor shops of this country, it would de-
prive our labor of just that much employment and correspond-
ingly reduce their purchasing power. The same applies to all
labor in this country engaged in producing anything that can
be produced more cheaply abroad. That labor must turn its
attention to other pursuits, which could not be found to take
eare of all, and that labor wonld join the great army of unems-
ployed and to a large measure would be compelled to live—
partly, at least—upon charity.

By purchasing abroad we would open up new shops and fac-
tories in Europe and increase employment in foreign countries,
and, as was the ease under the Wilson bill from 1894 to 1897, we
would quench the fires under our furnaces and close the doors of
our factories and place signs thereon, *‘ No labor wanted.” Signs
of that character were conspicuous in every town and city in
the land during those days, but were removed from 1897 to 1913.
They are again being displayed, and in increased numbers, in
every city, and many of our laboring men are secking employ-
ment.

As the beet-sugar industry and the cane-sugar industry in this
country expanded the refiners of foreign imported sugar, the
Sugar Trust, started a campaign for a removal of import duties
on sugar. The matter has been constantly before Congress for
several years past. With the aid of the Demoeratic Party, the
Sugar Trust has at last won its fight. By the passage of the
Underwaod tariff lnw the Democratic Party has condemned the
domestic sugar industry to a slow but ecertain death. This law
made some reductions in the duty on sugar to take effect March
1 and provided, further, that after May 1, 1916, all sugar should
be admitted free of duty. It is so evident the sugar industry can
not survive free trade that certain insurance companies have
canceled their policies of insurance on sugar factories, go I am
informed, in the State of Louisiana. Iormerly it was compara-
tively easy to borrow money on the property of a sugar com-
pany. To-day such a loan is considered unsafe, and we now
see cane-sugar factories in the States of Louisiana and Texas,
one after another, passing into the hands of receivers or closing
their doors. Other factories have reduced the price to be paid
to the farmers for beets. The result is to enable the Sugar
Trust of the country to monopolize more of the trade.

Is the Democratic Party ignorant of the fact the sugar in-
dustry will be injured? As evidence of the fact that they
realize injury will be done I wish to call attention to the fact
that in the Agricultural appropriation bill there is a large ap-
propriation of money—$50,000—to be used in educating the peo-

ple of the cane flelds in the South in other pursuits. Such an
appropriation is made at the expense of the people and in the
interest of the Sugar Trust and no others.

It is and always has been my contention that the prosperity
of this Nation depends primarily upon a protected home indus-
try by adequate tariff rates on importations of foreign competi-
tive products. So much has been said concerning the tariff that
it is considered by some a threadbare subject. It is my expe-
rience, though, that these who call it a threadbare subject are !
mostly free traders. It is also my experience that calling the |
tariff threadbare is the only way many free traders ean reply
to a statement of tariff facts, The tariff has always been the
great Democratic stumbling block.

It is my desire to call attention to a few startling facts from
which an open-minded man can draw but one conclusion
in regard to the effect of low-tariff legislation. Since the adop-
tion of the Underwood tariff law I have diligently studied the
advance reports from the Department of Commerce regarding
our foreign trade. I have watched the daily Treasury state-
ments and the reports from our foreign consular officers, and T
have endeavored to get expressions from American manufac-
turers as to business conditions, and I will attempt to present |
the g;gts and figures to you in concise and concrete form as I
proceed.

Gentlemen, the most effective way to destroy the comforts of ;
life and the enjoyments of a good home and a high standard
of living for the laboring classes of this country is to vote to.
bring into this country the products of cheap labor when em-'
ployed across the sea.

Something was said here not long ago about child labor, I|
want to show you something in that regard, and I ask you to'
bear with me. I will be as brief as possible.

The following appears from Consul Edwin 8. Cunningham, of
Bombay, India, in the Daily Consular and Trade Report for'
June 24, 1912:

The employment of women and children in factories is of consider-
able importance; 43,401 women and 10,816 children were so cngaged
in 1910. An analysis of the statistics shows that during the last five
years the number of women employed in the cigg of Bombay hag gradn-
ally decreased, being 25,003 in 1906 and 22,288 in 1910, while in the
country districts there has been a gradual increase—19,617 in 1906
against 21,113 in 1910. On the other hand, the employment of children
in the city of Bombay has been growing, from 2.741 in 1906 to 3,042
in 1910. In the country, in the former year, 5,918 children were em-
ployed and in the latter 6,874,

The following is taken from the Daily Consular and Trade
Report of April 16, 1913, from the report of Consul General T. 8t. .
John Gaffney, of Dresden, Germany :

In former days the German wage-earning woman was, as a rule, only
to be found in agricultural districts, but now they are forsaking coun- |
try life in inereasing numbers and are going to the cities, where great
industries are springing up and demanding their labor. The number
of women wage earners in (yermany is now larger than in any European
country, and frcm census reports it appears that it is steadily in-
creasing.

In 1882 the women employed in occupations other than domestic
service numbered over 4,000,000; 25 years later the figures stood at
8,000,000 ; and while the employment of men has increased 20 per cent
during the same period, at present a full third of the economic labor of
the Empire is being carried on by women, Statistics recently published
show that there are 9,500,000 wa, arning women in Germany, which
means that nearly every second adult woman is earning her own living
and directly contributing to the wealth of the country. There iz no
doubt that to their work is largely due the wonderful industrial advance
made by Germany, which Is one of the most remarkable features in
recent European tory.

The fact that women compete with men in many of the great indus-
tries is now accepted as a matter of course. This large army of women
wage earners is gradually awakening to a realization of its importance,
and it is claiming rights and privileges which bave hitherto been asked
for only by men, In 1906 there were no less than 37 women's trades
unions, comprising nearly 119,000 members.

The following appears in the Daily Consular and Trade Re-
port for January 13, 1914, from Consul George Nicholas Ifft, of
Nuremberg, Germany :

For the ‘_Furpm of fixing the rates for the imperial sick, aceident,
old-age, and disability insurance systems, the district insurance officers
all over Germany are required to establish by careful investigation at
stated intervals the average wages paid for unskilled labor in the cities
ctive districts. The investigation

and rural communities of their res
recently completed for the city of Nuremberg., one of the important
mannfacturing centers of Europe, with a pulation of 855,000, shows
the daily wages paid to male and female lzborers in specified age groups
as follows: Over 21 years of age—mnale, 88 cents; female, 50 cents:
between 16 and 21 years of age—male, 713 cents; female, 45 cents;
under 16 yearas of age—mmale, 43 cents; female, 31 cents. These rates
mark an increase of about 9 per cent over 1910, when the average wage
of an adult unskilled laborer in Nuremberg was 81 cents per day.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. In what country are those
wages paid?

Mr, FORDNEY. Germany.
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The foilow[ng is taken from the report of Consul General A. M.
Thackara, of Berlin, in the Daily Trade and Consular Report
for July 15, 1913

According to the siatisties of 1907 (the latest official figures), the
frogortion of men and women emplo, >d in the metal-working industries
n Germany is as follows:

Men, { Women.
Helpers and workpeople:
16 years and over. . 580, 097 80, 558
14 to 16 years...... -] - 79,970 0,118
e T4 years = o e e R i S S N TR R N L 2, 805 470
Apprentices:
18 YoArB aIn] OVEr. oo ovlilsanvinasssanisnt nanpsnnbinanansy 56, 888 528
14 1o 16 years.... .| 60,519 1, 663
Ungder I veard. s s Lo el s v i 5 2,003 240

Remember, gentlemen, that under free trade the products of
that labor come into competition with the products of labor in
this country.

Here is another report showing the employment of women
in the woolen and cotton mills of Germany. In the cotton
mills, where there is a large amount of child labor employed,
the wages to the average cotton-mill employee is 64 cents a day.
In the woolen mills the wages run from 40 cents to G4 cenfs a
day.

My Democratic friends, you have put wool on the free list.
You have put a 35 per cent ad valorem duty on manufactured
woolen goods. That duty is below the protective point, and be-
fore I conclude I will show you the amount of importations of
woolen goods.

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield
to the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir.

Mr, POST. The gentleman just made the siatement that we had
placed raw wool on the free list, I will ask is it not a faet that
raw wool in Michigan and Ohio brings a higher price to-day
than it brought one year ago or two years ago?

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know, my friend, whether the price
is higher or not. I think it is about the same.

I do not know whether this claim is correct or not. It is
claimed, however, there is a shortage of the world's supply of
wool, buf that claim is made by the importers of wool. But I
am going to ask the gentleman a question. On the 1st day of
December, when this law took effect, putting woel on the free
list, wools of the first class paid 11 cents a pound duty and
wools of the second class paid 12 eents a ponnd duty and wools
of the third class paid from 3 to 7 cents a pound, owing to the
value of the wool. The market value of wools in this country
did not change one fraction of a penny, but the foreigner took
that money formerly paid as duty and put it in his pocket, and
the Treasury of the United Siates is being deprived of from
twelve to fourteen million dollars a year duty which was ecol-
lected on wool last year. The foreigner is getting it, and the
consumer here is not. Can the gentleman tell me how that
happens? [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. POST. Can the gentleman explain to me how the for-
eigner gets the duty when there is no duty collected?

Mr. FORDNEY. Before the Underwood tariff law took effect,
before wool went on the free list—on the 1st day of December
last—I say the duty on wool of the first class was 11 cents a
pound, and at that time foreign wools were selling in Phila-
delphia at 23 cents a pound. Before the duty was removed,
when the foreigner at that time brought his wool to this coun-
try and sold it for 23 cents a pound, he paid 11 cents out of
that 23 cents to Uncle Sam for the right to dispose of his wools
in our markets; but since the 1st day of December, 1913, he
takes that money home with him—the entire 23 cents, my
friends. Can the gentleman tell me why?

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld there?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes.

Mr. FESS. If my colleague's position is correct, that the
prices have gone up, what becomes of the argument they ad-
duced that the cost of living would come down? [Applause on
the Republican side.] -

Mr, FORDNEY. Yes; and I want to call the gentleman’s
attention to another argument.
thMr. POST. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield right

ere?

Mr. FORDNEY. In just one moment. T.et me answer a little
further. I want fto call the attention of the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Post] to this fact, and no man has given a satis-
factory explanation of the cause: When the Payne tariff bill
was enacted into law hides were put on the free list. Up to

that time hides had paid a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem.
Hides were =elling at 10} cents a pound on January 1, 1909, and
10 months later, after being placed upon the free list, hides
sold for 174 cents a pound. Can the gentleman tell me what
caused this rise in price on hides?

Mr. POST. I happen to be a member of the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, which investigated the
Shipping Trust, and it was proven conclusively in the hearings
had before that committee that the Shipping Trust incrensed
the rates of freight equal to the tariff.

Mr. FORDNEY. My friend, I believe that is a mistake. I
have a statement of the rates of freight on wool from every
prineipal city in this counfry west of the Mississippi River
which I will give; also, the freight on wool from Australia and
New Zealand, and from South America and from Europ® and
none of the freight rates exceed 2 cents per pound from the
point of production to Boston, which market is the great wool
market in the United States.

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORDNEY. With pleasure.

Myr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Post] to state that the Shipping Trust added that much to
the freight when we reduced the tariff on certain things, and
I assume he takes the position that they took the tariff off for
t!ix; lieneﬂt of the Shipping Trust. [Laughter on the Republican
gide.

Mr. POST. My remarks applied to hides.

Mr. MANN. Very well. According to the gentleman’s posi-
tion, we took the tariff off hides for the benefit of the Shipping
Trust. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

Mr. FORDNEY. I will tell my friend from Ohio [Mr. Post]
what was the cause, in my opinion. When the duty was taken
off hides, it was notice to the world that the United States
was short of a hide supply for our tanneries, and the people
who had hides to export to the United States took advantage
of that notice and put up their price, and were benefited thereby.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I wanted to suggest that
if the gentleman from Ohio is correct, he not only gave the
tariff to the Shipping Trust, but his party also gave that trust
a subsidy of 5 per cent.

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; and their Attorney General has now
declared that law is unconstitutional. I thought it unconstitu-
tional when they passed it.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Upon that point, if the
gentleman will permit me, ever since this administration has
been in power there have been at least three suits that I know
of, begun under a former administration, against shipping com-
bines and shipping trusts, and this administration has made no
progress, so far as I am able to ascertain, in the prosecution of
those cases, and taken no steps toward doing so. What is the
reason?

Mr. FORDNEY. I did not know of those lawsuits.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is true.

Mr. J. M. €. SMITH. I should like to inquire whether or not
the imports into this country are brought over in American
ships or in foreign ships, and whether it is an American sub-
sidy or a foreign subsidy.

Mr, POST. We have no American ships.

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, yes; we have, although they are very
few. But before I finish I am going to show you, Mr. Post,
what your party said in your platform about aiding American
ships, and you will run with shame for the cloakroom.

Mr, POST. T assure you I will not scud to the cellar.

Mr. FORDNEY. You will admit that your President can
shift his position mighty quickly, if you do not run.

I have here another consular report, which states the aver-
age wages paid in Germany in the cotton and woolen mills is
$132.09 per year to the average laborer—adult and child labor
combined—and $122.33 per year in France. Yet you, my Demo-
cratic friends, have voted to remove the tariff and bring into
this country the products of that French and German labor in
competition with the products of American labor, that receives
from $1.50 to 33 or $4 a day.

Mr. POST rose.

Mr. FORDNEY. Pardon me just a moment.

Now, let us see, my friends, what France thinks about a pro-
tective tariff. France imports our cotton free of duty. We
produce 60 per cent of all the cotfon raised in the world. There
is no duty on raw cotton going into France, I say; but if you or
I were to take into France the finished product of one bale of
cotton made into knit goods we would have to take along the
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value of 11 bales of cotton at the present price—156 cents per
pound—to pay the duty on the manufactured product of 1 bale
of cotton. You do not believe in placing a protective duty upon
the finished product of cotton coming back into this country
from abroad. Cotton raised in this country and exported to
Belgium, where labor receives 15 to 30 cents a day, is coming
back here in millions of dollars’ worth of manufactured cotton
goods, brought into this country from Belgium, Germany,
France, and England, and sold at a price that will compete
with us and even undersell us, because your Democratic tariff
upon imported cotton is below the protective point, I eall your
attention to some imports, as follows:

XOTEWORTHY INCREASES IN LEEDS EXPORTS.

’ (Congul Homer M. Byington, Leeds, England.)
[From the Daily Consular and Trade Reports, Apr. 29, 1014.]
The quarter ended March 31 clearly demonstrated the effects of the
recent changes in the United States tari® upon the export trade of
Leeds. The increase in shipments is noteworthy.. The total exports
to the United States for the quarter were $613,358, as compared with
£207.2509 for the corresponding quarter of 10i3. Leather shipments
inerensed [rom $47.507 to $211,138, salted hides from $176 to $13,898,
rogs from $1,748 to $44,047, shoddy from nil to £18,681, 1 d

Imports of wool and manufactures of wool in March, 191§,
Lo with imports in {llnr‘:-h, Jgfs. x o

1014
Pounds, Value. Unit,

b £0.241
Class 2 2, 506, 018 610, 845 244
Class 3.. 12,063,190 | 2,060,013 171

otal 36,441,774 | 7,936,087 |...cai. ...
Cloths.... 1,314,242 | 1,396,910 1.055
703, 761 740,923 07

Carpe

Wearingapparel . .._..__.........

All other manufactures of wool....

‘Wool wastesfree. . ...ccoeooureisiinn

Hair of the Angorag:at,ai. ca, eto.
iro

w an
worsteds from $4,672 to $33,763, traveling rugs from nil to $20,877.
During the quarter 5380 involces were certified, as compared with 248
i 1013 and a total of 1,047 for the whole of the year 1013,

Imporff of merchandise ready {or consumption in Februm}y, 1014, show-

ng inereage compared with imports dn same month in 1913,

Produots. 1014 values.|1913 values.| mncrease. | Percent.
Algminum, manufactures of........| $136,873 878,373 £58, 500 4.6
Watchos end parts of... 1 eso,0i8 152, 237 €7, 781 37.0
Cotton cloths 1,454, 727,121 727,918 100, 0
Stocking 872,741 2685, 109 107,572 40.5
Other knit 240, 637 43,825 206,812 677.0
Linen yarns. 88, 62, 287 26, 519 42,7
Fruit and nu 3,523,651 | 2,523,051 41,932 2.0
Glassware. 561, 463, 47 97,473 21.0
Cuf e 212,356 157,658 54,098 34.6
Tinplate: ...l 209,033 27,979 181,059 £50.0
Leather and tanmed skins. 1,357,428 755, 549 €01, 879 7.6
Gloven:s = S as Ty 850, 933 782,973 67,900 8.6
Paper and manufactores of.. 1,908,835 | 1,581,723 417,112 26.0
Manufactures of silk...... 3,126,002 | 2,257,264 868,838 34.0
Vegetah! 1,292,778 S48, 255 374,523 44.0
‘Wool, class 1 4,308,235 | 2,192,328 206, 909 100.0
Woal, class 2. €90, 183 248 278 441,017 178.0
Wool, class 3. 1,687,964 | 1,201,219 470,745 59,0
ress goods.. 782,121 038 519,183 197.0
Woolen cloths, 1,504, 197 464,742 | 1,000,455 236.0
Wearing apparel 142, 113, M7 08 25.0
wool manufactares. .. 484 450 85,501 398,949 406.0
Total.....cimcavsavosanasimens 25,198,594 | 15,336,962 | 0,861,632 64.2

The above fizures are from official sources, and show increases
of imports that leave no doubt as to what the Underwood tariff
1aw is doing to industries employing large numbers of American
working men and women. This money paid for increased im-
ports wonld have furnished employment here for 197,232 people,
at 850 per month, for one month.

Imports of merchandise ready for consumption in March, 191}, showing
inerease compared with imports in the same month in 1913

- Percent-
1914 1913

Product. Increase. | age of
values. values. R k)
Aluminum, manufactures of........ y $60, 767 §107,233 176.4
Watches, and pasts of . ...... . 817,329 205,280 112,049 5.5
Cottoncloths............. 1,402,071 721,002 680, 160 94.2
Btoekings......... 417,473 241,455 176,018 72.8
Other knit poods u 366, 251 44,675 321,576 710.8
Linen yarns...... e 05,248 55,958 39, 2 0.1
Fruit and nuts. | 4,012,244 | 3,088,108 924,136 20.9

Glassware.. 768, 498,674 269,675 4
cutlery. . 272,460 148,979 125,481 B5.3
Tin plate 185, 130 23,498 161,832 604.6
Lea and t 1,556,342 , 660 920,673 144.8
Glovel . c. .ot s 5 000,977 755,242 235,735 31.2
Paper, and manufactures of. .| 2,520,933 | 1,783,048 746,885 41.8
Manufactures of silk. ....... | 3,605,075 | 2,604, 1,001,367 371
Vegelables....... - 1,423,030 960, 857 63,083 48.1
‘Wool, class1.. 5,252,229 | 2,E81,544' | 2,571,685 5.9
ool, class 3. .. 616,845 353, 6 f 60.7
Wool, clasz 3. .. 2,066,013 | 1,197,512 B68, 501 72.8

Woolen cloths. .. 1,396,010 328,074 | 1,067,036 324

Dress goods...... 740,928 225,973 514,955 227
Wearing apparel............ 150, 450 165, 087 5, 3.2

All other manufactures of w 772,544 95,617 676,927 07
J (T e B e e e 20,218,670 | 16,904,805 | 12,223,800 7.9
The above figures are from official sources, showing a heavy Increase
in imports over March, 1913, and past months nnder the Underwood

than the fgures of January
merican industries emgln ing
ave

tariff law, proving even more conclusivel
and February what this law is doing to
large numbers of workingmen, This money sent abroad wounl

given employment to 243,000 people one month at $50 per month,

Manufacturesof the fthe Angord goat,et. |e.. vu.nnn.
ROEM e, L T A Tk s SRl = )
1613
Increase Per
ue. cent.
Pounds. Value. Unit.
82,681,544 | $0.233 | §2,571,685 95.9
383,638 2T 233, 207 60.7
1,197,512 131 8368, 101 72.8
4,262,604 |...._...] 3,073,393 86.1
974 1.159 | 1,067,956 324
Dress goods 225,973 216 614,905 =7
Carpets... 311,837 | 8.97 68,113 21.8
Wearing apparel....... Lo B R R 85,087 |..iii. 5,393 3.2
All other manufactures of
.................................. BT i 678,927 707
Woolwastesftes . . o ok il s avanneas ks 194,303 100
Hairof the Angora goat, alpa-
L SR S A e 65,850 100
Manufactures of the hair of
the Angdra goal, oles . L il it s bt et 229,681 100
i, T e T e e B A 5,300,182 |......., 6, 406, 651 120.5
1 8quare yards.

March shows the largest increase in Imports of wool and manufactures
of wool under the Underwood law as compared with the same month
in the previous year under the Payne law.

If this money pald for wool and woolens had been kept at home, it
would have given employment to 130,000 people at $50 per month for
one month.

President Wilson has stated publicly that he would injure no
legitimate industry. I take it he meant that through his politi-
cal action he would injure no legitimate industry; that he would
sanction no law harmful to our industries. I wish to ask: Does
anyone know of any new factories being built in the United
States due to encouragement given in the Underwood tariff law?
President Wilson sanctioned that law. Do you know of any
additional employment given to our laborers? Do yon know of
any additional nappiness or prosperity coming to our people?
Do you know of any people enjoying greater prosperity through
the effects of this tariff act? Yes, we know of such added pros-
perity, but where is it? It is in Kurope, not here; and the sta-
tistics I have just given are proof of this assertion. Both English
and Irish papers, with glowing headlines, teem with encouraging
editorials to their people: “ Cheer up, laborers and business
men; we see a rift in the dark clouds that have hung over the
western horizon for lo these many years. The Democratic
Party in the Congress of the United States has removed the bar-
rier; they have torn down the Republican protective-tarift’ wall
and have bid us a welecome. We can now find a market in the
United States for much of our products, which market for the
past 18 years has been practically closed to us.”

Mr, SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. In the gentleman’s judgment, how
many men are there out of employment in this country by rea-
son of the Underwood tariff law? :

Mr. FORDNEY. I am going to reach that in just a minute,
and I will detail it.

Mr. POST. Does the gentleman know that throughout the
entire corn belt the farmers can not get labor at all, even at
the very highest wages?

Mr. FORDNEY,. If you will just be patient, I will show you
where you can find plenty of unemployed people.

Myr. POST. If there is an army of unemployed, why is it thaf
the corn-belt farmers can not get help?




1914.

CONGRESSIONAT RECORD—HOUSE.

8367

Mr. HAMII/TON of Michigan. They are raising corn in Ar-
gentina now for the United States.

Mr. NORTON. Would the fact that the price of corn has
been so greatly reduced within the past 12 months probably
have something to do with the fact that the farmers are not
able to employ help? ;

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; there is much in that statement.

Mr. POST. Doesnot the gentleman know that the farmers—

Mr. FORDNEY. I will yield in 2 moment.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to suggest to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Post] that every day for the last
month I have received letters from people asking me to find
them jobs, and saying they were thrown out of employment by
the Democratic administration. I will refer them to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Post].

Mr. FORDNEY. Fifteen minutes before T came on the floor
of the House I was importuned by a poor person who was out
of money and out of everything to eat, who said he would have
to camp in a dry-goods box to-night unless given aid.

Mr. BOOHER. I should like to ask my friend from Wash-
ington a question.

Mr, FORDNEY. Ask it of me, not of the gentleman _from
Washington.

Mr. BOOHER. I would like to have you ask the genfleman
from Washington if the people he refers to were Republicans

' whom the Democrats have turned out of a job?

Mr. FORDNEY. It does not make any difference whether
they are Republicans or Democrats; they are out of a job, and
you put them out.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I got a letter from ome
of them who said he was a Demoerat in the last election, but
that he would néver vote the Demoeratic ticket again,

Mr. BOOHER. Will the gentleman vouch for his previous
Democracy ?

Mr. RAGSDALE., Was not that letter written Deecause he
thought that was the best play he could make in writing to
the gentleman? !

Mr. FORDNEY. I can not tell you what is in Demoerats
minds, Here I have another consular report from Germany.
Average weekly wages of arms and ammunition workers: Pol-
jshers, $11.653; turners, $11.65; drillers, $8.03; ammunition
drillers, $10.21; helpers, $6.G7; laborers, §6.60; and the weekly
hours of work are from 52 to 56 hours. Sixty thousand women
and children are employed in these ammunition factories in
Germany, many of them under 13 years of age, at very small
wages.

Mr. Itedfield said in a speech which he made at Wheeling,
W. Va., on February 23, 1914:

W : arplus of freight
cag‘lﬁa?i};islgdn?ogggz? tﬁl‘z:g;eﬁg‘i :brz{lt t{:ot:td: le of Ianuﬁry
to decline, and has decreased by about 5,000 cars. 1 have found in the
Ingt fortnight the reports of improving business so many and so gen-
eral that it has Leen lmpossible for me to consider them all. Argen-
tine beef is being shipped to New York free of the tariff tax, and this
has resulted in a decline in the wholesale New York market for beef of
about 4 cents a pound.

Is that encouraging news to the cattle growers of the United
States?

Butter has been reduced In price by the large recent Importations of
that food. The importations of Argentine corn has, during the recent
winter. operated at least to prevent a rise in the rice of corn In our
Atlantic coast cities, if It has not directly redu the price In those
cities.

What comfort can Mr. Redfield get out of the fact that be-
canse of his party’s action he has taken the bread and butter
from the moutlis of the very people that support him in his
present position? It is the people of the United States he should
aid through leszislation. The value of farmers' products has
been decreased. Is there any glory in that sort of an argument
for our producers? If so, I want him te have it all; I do not
want any of that kind of glory.

Now, how about idle cars? Is Mr. Rtedfield correct? I have
an official statement furnished me on the 224 of April of this
year, which says there were 70,000 idle cars on the 15th of
April, 1913, and 213,000 idle on the 15th of April, 1914,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. And it is growing.

AMr. FORDNEY. It is growing—=81,000 idle cars added to the
number in a single mionth, from March 15 to April 15 of this

ear.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington.

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Does the gentleman expect
it would make any difference in the sfatement of Mr. Roseyfield?

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know as to that. For several
years past it has been the attitude of the Democratic Parfy
that a low tariff or free trade would greatly increase our ex-

Wiil the gentleman yield?

port trade; that manufactures required free raw material to
meet foreign competition. Secretary Redfield made a speech
in May, 1013, while the new tariff law was being considered in
Congress, in which he said:

The day of industrial fear is passing.
He also said:

We have shaken off the shackles of real industrial slavery to enter
the arena of free competition, strong, athletic, and vigorous, in which
glx!u' bu]rél;less will be stronger and safer and in which we shall be happler

an

ore,

Secretary Redfield in December pointed with pride to the
great balance of trade of the United States for the year 1813—
:lenr]y $700,000,000—and made glowing prophecies for the fu-
ure. -

Oh, where is it now? Where is Redfield? Adopting an ex-
pression recently used in the Senate, he is *“ under the ammuni-
tion wagon " so far as this kind of argument is concerned.

Gentlemen, our balance of trade in' our favor since 1807 has
averaged under a Republican protective-tariff law about $45.-
000.000 to $50,000,000 a month, or in the neighborhood of
$600,000,000 a year for all these years. Under this Underwood
tariff law there is no fair comparison to be made except since
the 1st day of March, and for this reason: Although that law
took effect on the 3d day of October last, wool did not go on
the free list until the 1st day of December. Manufactured
woolens did not go on the free list until the 1st day of January,
1914. The duty on sugar was not reduced until the 1st day of
March. So that March of this year is the only fair comparison
of exports and imports under this law as compared with our
Republican tariff law. Our balance of trade for the month of
March fell off to $5,000,000,

: l}\lrr GREEN of Iowa. Four million eight hundred thousand
ollars.

Mr. FORDNEY. TFour million eight hundred thousand dol-
lars. I thank the gentleman; I was speaking in round numbers.
The importations for the month of March included $111,000,000
worth on the free list and $70,000,000 worth paid duty; 62% per
cent of all our imports were on the free list. :

Gentlemen, I want to point out to youn some of the Democratic
inconsistencies in reference to the employment of child lobor
abroad. I have here a letter from the American consul at
Bradford, England, Mr. August E. Ingram, dated April 22,
1914. I wrote him asking him to give me some statistics as to
the employment of child labor in the factories of Ilngland, and
here is what he said in part:

The annual report of the {lm'enile employment commiftee—thelr finst
report—has, among other things, some interesting tables; while the
three pamphlets or handbooks In regarl to (1) ine woalen aml worsted
trade, (12_) the engineering trade, and (3) the professions, give, espe-
cially the first and sccond, some of the very siatistices that you wish,
I nlgo send you a copy of the repert of the liradiord education com-
mittee for the year ended July 31, 1p13, which, ondpage 71, gives the
number of so-called ' half-timers ""—that Is, children who, having
reached the nge of 13 and belng In a certain preseribed standard or
grnde, are permitted to work balf time at some employment, attending
school the other half of the day. The number of such half-timers in
Bradford ls, aceording to the latest return, 5,161, while the total for
England is, according to a recent newspaper statement, 70,255, Brad-
ford is sald to head the list of all citles in the country for half-time or
child labor, the spinning mills apparcntly finding thelr Inbor most de-
slrullj‘let. although various antomatic doffing mechanisms are now on the
market.

There is at the present time a bill pending in Parliament amending
the law in respect to the employment of children and their attendance
at school. As yet, I have been unabe to learn much about it beyond
various statements in the newspapers. Among other things, T rend that
in Scotand half-tlme Inbor does not exist, and the nill also proposes to
follow Scotland’s example in cstablizhing compulsory attendance at
evening schools. [ nlso read-that at a meeting In London on child
employment it was stated that ehildren 3 or 4 years of age were em-
ployed sewing or linking hooks and eyes on eards; 5 yoenrs old were em-
ployed fitting covers on boxes; and there were thousands of chlldren
hut a few wears older than this In Blrmingham, Nottingham, and the
Esst End of London, who are regular wage earners.

At a conference of the Workers' Eduoeational Association (north-
western distriet) held recently In Bradford, Mr. Frederic Keeling, of
London, who was Introduced as the leading aufliority on the question
of the smployment of children, sald In the course of an address that
2,250,000 boys and girls under 18 years of age were working for wnges
in this country. Of these about 240,000 were children attending school
full time and working out of scheol! honrs, as milk boys, newsboys,
street traders, ete. In rd to * Dblind-alley " employmenf, he said
that 800,000 or 400,000 boys were working at jobs in whieh they would
not be wanted after reaching the age of 16 or 17 years, :

Mr. Keellng has just Issued a very complete hilstorical acconnt of the
attempts to restrict and regulate child labor in the United Kingdom ;
and in view of your interest in the matter 1 have ordered a copy of it
and will send it to you by the next mail.

_ And yet you Democrats remove a protective tariff and encour-
age the importation of the product of this foreign cheap child
labor employed in Europe, but continue to claim you are a friend

of labor in this country. Are you consistent? You are an edemy
of dur laborers by your action in tLis matter.
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On the 28th of April Mr. Ingram again wrote me, and he
gives me the employment of children, taken from statistics fur-
nished by the English Government. In part, he said:

Bir: I now beg to give you the following statistics taken from Vol-
ume X, Part 11, of the series of Official Blue Books, tabulating the
results of the 1911 census of England and Wales, issued last December:

1. As to the number of males and females from 10 to 16 ycars of age
engaged In occupations, which includes domestic service:

Years.
Total.
10-13. | 13-14. | 1415 | 1516
MElen: oo r e R 21,58 | 75,561 | 222,854 | 278,275 | 598,270
T e e e A 10)243 | 39,083 | 133,217 | 103,285 | 375,778

2, The total mumber of males and females of all ages engaged in
occupations was given as follows:

Males____ 11, 453, 665
—_———— e

Females :
Unmarried 3. 739,532
Married ekl H G80, 191
Widowed = 411, 011
4, 830, 734

3. The total number of persons occupied and unoccupied was stated
as follows:

Males. Females.
All ages 18, 624,884
Under 10 years. ... 3,767,771
10 years and upward 14,857,113

The statistics of occupation for the textile manufacturers of England
and Wales are as follows:

Ages. Total

Total. | ofall

10-13. | 13-14. | 14-15. | 15-16. iy

MaleS. . vonoonceiinneannnennses| 8,160 | 14,167 | 17,085 | 15,974 | 55,345 | 400,474
RN S T %33 | 19,045 | 30]617 | 33,478 | 92,576 | 642,001

The wages paid in Europe and in the Orient run from 20 to
88 cents per day, and yet my Demoeratic friends have voted to
remove the duty on cotton below the protective point, so that
it will bring into competition with American labor the products
of labor receiving that rate of wage.

I am going to show you now what the effect has been. Here
is a statement furnished to the Ways and Means Committee
one year ago by a firm that has factories and manufactures
mohair and alpaca goods in this country, and also at Bradford,
IEngland. The one located in this country is at Greystone, R. L.
I shall.not undertake to detail the wages paid, but they give
the comparative wages for the different classes of labor in both
their factories. The gentleman who furnished it was here to
appeal to this Congress to maintain upon those goods a pro-
tective tariff, otherwise his firm would have to close their
factory at Greystone, where they have a million and .a half
dollars invested, and furnish us with the articles they produce
in Bradford, England. Their wages averaged in England 40 per
cent of the wages paid by them at Greystone, R. L.

I have here a list of certain articles that were imported dur-
ing the month of March—cotton, dress goods, lining, yarns, silk,
wool tops, oils, sheepskins, carpets, mohair; and several other
things are included. During March, 1913, under the old law
there were $800,000 worth of these particular goods imported.
and under this law, in March, 1914, there were $3,083,000 worth
imported, or an increase of importations of $2,283,000 fer one
month alone. The money sent abroad to buy this great increase
in importation at $50 per month would give employment to
45,660 people here at home one month.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes.

Mr. GREEN of lowa. In-referring to the inecrease in the
importations the gentleman means simply on those specific
articles?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield long enough to enable me to read a dispatch
from San Francisco which appeared to-day?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. !

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Here is an Associated
Press dispatch:
8Ax Fraxcisco, May 8.
The steamship Benefactor, due here from the United Kingdom in 10
8, Is laden with 11,850 boxes of tin plate. 7
o other extensive importations of tin plate have been made since the
institution of the tin-plate industry in the United States.

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; that industry shows 650 per cent in-
crease in importations in one month.

Mr. WOODRUFF. AMr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORDNEY. Certainly.

Mr.- WOODRUFF. The gentleman has enumerated the in-
crease in the various articles, and the increase in some of them
has been very large. Can he tell the membership of the com-
mittee wherein, if any, there have been any reductions in the
retail prices of these various articles?

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know of any reductions, but T will
tell the gentleman what the duty on tin plates was under the
Payne tariff law. It was 1rb cents per pound, or $1.20 a hun-
dred pounds. Under this new tariff law the duty is 15 per
cent ad valorem, and when valued at 3 cents a pound. with
15 per cent ad valorem, the duty collected amounts to 45 cents
a hundred pounds as against $1.20 under the old law, and if
tin plate was selling at 4 cents a pound, 15 per cent ad valorem
would be six-tenths of a cent per pound, or 60 cents a hundred
pounds, which is one-half the duty under the Payne tariff law.
That reduction of duty has brought the duty down below the
protective point, and we are now consuming Welsh tin instead
of having tin made in our factories in this country. This low
duty permits the imporfation of foreign tin plate.

Mr. WOODRUFF. My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I was trying to find out from the gentle-
man how much, if any, of the promised reductions had been
made to the consumer. '

Mr. FORDNEY. None that I have heard of to the ultimate
consumer. Leather goods, gloves, paper manufactures, manu-
factures of silk, vegetables, wool and woolen goods, and so
forth, show in the total of all of these articles an average in-
crease in importation of 64.2.per cent. The importations for
the month of February were $251958.000, as compared with
§15,000,000 last year, or an increase in importations of
$0.861,000. We sent that much money abroad to buy an in-
creased quantity of those goods over the amount we sent out
last year for the same purpose; and if that increased exporta-
tion of money had been kept at home and given employment to
American laboring men, it would have furnished employment,
at $50 per month, for 197,232 men one month. We will find
enough unemployed by and by, so that the gentleman from
Ohio can get some men for his farm, I guess.

I received a letter on April 23, written by Mr. Gary, presi-
dent of the United States Steel Corporation, in reply to a
letter I wrote him to find out business conditions with that
company. He very kindly gave me a complete statement of
the number of men employed and the wages paid and the per-
centage of business done by his company compared with the
total capacity of.their factories since the organization of that
company in 1901 down to date, and the lowest amount of their
output produced in any one year was 74 per cent of their total
capacity.

On the 15th day of April they had 29,000 men less in their
employment than they had on the 1st day of October last
year; 20,000 men at $2.96 a day who are out of employment in
that one company alone. The United States- Steel Co. produces
44 per cent of all the steel produced in the United States, and
if other steel factories of this country laid off a proportionate
number of men, then there are 65,000 men out of employment in
§3§3ﬂml industry who were employed on the 1st day of October,

Mr. HUMPHREY - of Washington.
hands.

Mr. FORDNEY. There is some more labor, my Democratic
friends, for your farms. Gentlemen, the amount of money
paid, $2.96 a day for the labor of 65,000 men, amounts to
$5.070,000 a month which is not now getting into cirenlation.

Now as to leather goods. The importations of leather goods
under the old law were $0,638,000 in six months of last year,
and under the new law during the corresponding six months
of this year $13,814,000, an increase of $4,170,000, which is the
added money that was sent abroad by our people to pay for
leather goods made by foreign labor; and if that money had
been kept at home and given to American laboring men it
would have employed 13,925 for six months at $50 a month.
Some more laborers for your farms, my Ohio friend. Now as

There are some farm
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to the glove industry. The Democrats reduced the duty on
ladies’ gloves from $2.25 per dozen pairs to $1 per dozen pairs;
men's gloves, $4 per dozen pairs, were reduced to $1 per dozen

irs. This has caused an increased importation in six months
of $1,125,000 worth of gloves, and if the laborers of this country
had been given that money it would have furnished employ-
ment for 3,752 people for six months at $2 a day, which is
- about the average wages pald in the glove factories. Now in
regard to cotton, my friends. Cotton importations for five
months increased $2,600,000 in certain grades.

The labor employed in cotton mills receives about $1.50 a
day in the North and less than §1 a day in the States south of
the Mason-Dixon line, and if this money had been kept at home
jt wonld have furnished employment to 13,000 people at $1.50 a
dny for five months. We import what is known as sea-island
or Egyptian cotton, and we convert that raw material into the
finished product in this country. We import it because it is
a high-grade cotton and fine goods are. made from it to better
advantage than from our domestic short staple cotton. Last
year we imported $12,539,000 worth of raw sea-island or long
staple cotton and converted it into the finished product with
American labor, and the value added by manufacturing was
more than equal to the cost of the raw materinl. There is no
jmport duty on raw cotton, but you, my Democratie friends,
reduced the duty on the finished products of cotton to such an
extent that this yedr we imported only $6,031,000 worth of raw
cotton, a falling off of $6,508,000. It is now being converted
into the finished product by cheap labor abroad, because you
reduced the duty on the finished product to a point so low that
cheap labor abroad can produce it and bring it into this country
at o less price than we can make it at the American scale of
wages. If your party had not reduced the duty on the finished
products below a protective point, this $6,508,000 would have
employed at home at $1.50 per day 32,540 people for six months.
1 guess you can get enough laborers for your farms out of that
number.

Mr. POST. The gentleman is overwhelming the farmer.

Ar. FORDNEY. I am telling the gentleman where he can
get laborers for his farm. Now, when you compare conditions
in Pngland and in the United States in regard to the conditions
of labor this is what you will find, and it is good evidence that
we have been more prosperous during recent years under the
protective policy than they have been in free-trade England.
The census of 1910 shows we had 64,000 paupers in almshouses
in this country, and in Yorkshire, England—where Bradford is
located—the greatest manufacturing center, perhaps, in the
world, there were 78,000 paupers in that one county alone, ac-
cording to the English census of 1911. And in all England,
where there are but 32,000,000 people, compared with our
pinety-odd millions, there were 883,000 paupers. We have
three times their population. Is not that evidence that the
laboring elass of that country has not been as prosperous as in
this couniry? I think it is. It was stated by one gentleman
who appeared before our committee last year—Mr. Parker,
who is president of 16 cotton factories in North Carolina and
South Carolina—that the cotton mills of this country could
compete with the world. I asked Mr. Parker if it was true
that labor in the cotton mills of the North received a higher
standard of wages than was paid in the South in the cotton
mills, and he said it was not.

I consulted the Tariff Board report and the census report and
found this startling condition: In the cotton mills of South
Carolina and North Carolina the wages averaged 86 cents a day,
while in the cotton mills in the North Pennsylvania paid the
highest wages of any cotton mills in any State of the Union,
and the average rate north of the Mason-Dixon line was $1.42
a day. Therefore the labor in the cotton mills of North Caro-
lina and South Carolina received, according to the reports of
the Tariff Board and the census report, 58 per cent of the wages
paid for the same class of labor in the cotton mills of the North.
Of course, Mr. Parker, of South Carolina, could live under free
irade where the cotton manufacturers of the North could not.

Mr. POST. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir; if you will be brief.

My, POST. Is the tariff responsible for the difference in price
paid to those employed in the cotton mills of the South and the
cotton mills of the North?

Mr. FORDNEY., I did not say that at all. But I do say
this: When Mr. Parker, of South Carolina, makes the state-
ment that he ean manufacture and compete with the cheapest
1abor in the world it should be remembered he pays but 86 cents
a day to his laborers, whereas in the North wages are $1.42 a
day; and any man that would ask for legislation that would
curse his neighbor and not permit him to live is hothing more
nor less than a cannibal,

Importations of corn, oats, breadstuffs, potatoes, butter, ani-
mals, and eggs into this country are rapidly increasing, on ac-
count of the Democratic tariff law, as the following table shows:
Comparison of importations of seven leading agrieuliural produwcts dur-

ing siz months of the Payne tariff law (October, 1912, to March, 1913)

sﬁ? gie months under Underwood tariff law (October, 1913, to March,

Underwool
tariff act.

tarif 0.

141,617

2%"“'%
liaﬁ
15, 400, §79

55,623,479

L S BRI A e

Increased importations, $42,433 433,

If this $42433433 had gone to American labor, it would have
given employment to 176,806 men at $1.50 per day for six
months, :

The farmers of this country are going to remember you and
the compliments you paid them when they take pencil and ballot
in hand and go into the booths next fall. [Applause.] If they
do not, they are bigger fools than I think they are. [Applause.]

Mr. CLAYPOOL. There is quite a discrepancy between wages
paid in the North and in the South——

Mr, FORDNEY, Yes, sir.

" Mr. CLAYPOOL. And I wanted to ask, for information, how
the gentleman accounts for that condition. Of course he ean
not account for it, as I understand the gentleman, on the pro-
tective-tariff theory; so how does he account for it?

Mr. FORDNEY. My friend, it is a mighty difficult question
to solve, but I will say this: Myself and business associates
are employing men in the lumber woods in the State of Missis-
sippi, and also in the State of Washington, on the Pacific coast,
at the same kind of labor. On the Pacific coast we pay an
average of $3.26 a day, and in Mississippi we pay an average
of $1.77 a day. Can you tell me why that difference in wages
should exist? The duty on lumber is measured with the same
yardstick for the State of Washington as for the State of
Mississippl. But the difference exists, and no human being
can tell why. :

Mr. GORMAN, Are the men in elther of those sections identi-
fied with labor organizations?

Mr, FORDNEY, No, sir; they are not.

Mr. CLAYPOOL., The gentleman knows that the same diffi-
culty as to difference in wages exists between Europe and
Amerieca?

Mr. FORDNEY. No; the gentleman is mistaken. No such
difference exists in any one European country—foreign wages
are more uniform. One gentleman asked the guestion here why
labor in free-trade England 1s higher than in protected Ger-
many. I can give you one instance that may explain this
question quite fully—the pottery industry. Abroad the female
labor receives from 32 to 36 cents a day and male labor 80 to
86 cents per day. But there is a greater percentage of female
and child labor employed there than here, In the South you
have negro labor, the cheapest labor found in the United States,
and perhaps .hat accounts for the lower wages paid in the
cotton mills of the South.

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to say to the gentleman that
the negroes do not work in the cotton mills.

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, yes; they do. I have seen them. T
have gone through cofton mills in the South and have seen
them at work.

Mr. BARTLETT. They are employed in menial work.
There is one cotton mill in South Carolina owned and operated
by negroes, but the negroes do not work generally in the cotton
mills of the South. The gentleman is mistaken as to that.

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not say on a large scale; but they are
employed in the cotton mills at common labor.

Mr. BARTLETT. The question I was going to ask was as
to the difference in the people employed in Mississippi and
those in Washington. Those in Mississippl are colored people
and those in Washington are not?

Mr. FORDNEY. About half of those in the South are white.
and half of them are negroes—I am speaking of the lumber
mills and camps—and between the wages of the aegro and the
white man for common labor there is no difference in Missis-

sippi.
Mr. BARTLETT. You mean in your business?
Mr. FORDNEY, Yes, sir; in our business,




8370

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 9,

I wish to call your attention, gentlemen, to your Democratic
platform—— :

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Everybody knows all
about that part you want to quote.

Mr. FORDNEY. You have a plank in your Baltimore plat-
form declaring for free tolls for coastwise vessels going through
the Panama Canal, which reads as follows: v

We favor the exemption from tolls of American ships engaged in
coastwise trade passing through the Panama Canal.

Your platform further states:

Our platform is one of principles which we belleve to be essentlal to
our national welfare. Our pledges are made to be kept when in office
as well as relled upon during the campaign. v

You now propose fo repeal free tolls to our coastwise ship-
ping—at the request of England. :

Did you mean what you wrote in that platform? The other
day I was out riding with a gentleman, and we went through a
beautiful cemetery, in which there was a vault built by a noted
man in public life. I said, * Why, that vault faces to the west,
and when Gabriel comes from the east, blowing his trumpet,
that man will face in the wrong direction.” He turned to me
and said, “ My good friend, that man can change his position
and meet Gabriel quickly; he ecan change his position as quickly
and easily as Woodrow Wilson and the Democratic Party.”
[Laughter on the Republican side.]

Woodrow Wilson, in publie speeches delivered in 1912, prom-
jsed the people of this country that if elected he would injure
no legitimate industry. Did he mean what he said? If so, has
he carried out his pledge? He signed a free-trade tariff law.
You may eall it what you please, but it is free trade, because
that law has fixed duty rates below the point of protection, and
thereby he has endangered or crippled to a very great extent our
great agricultural industry of this country. He has also in-
jured every legitimate factory in this country employing Ameri-
can labor.

Go to the lumber industry, gentlemen. There are 800,000 men
employed in the sawmills of this country when running full
blast, and about 25 per cent of those men are out of employ-
ment to-day, or, in round numbers, 200,000 who are idle. The
average wage is about $2 a day, making a loss of $400,000 a day
to our labor.

The duty removed from lumber alone does not affect that in-
dustry. If you had removed the duty on lumber and left it

where: it was—at a protective point—on all other products, it

would not have affected the lumber industry so seriously; but
by reducing the duty all along the line you have put out of em-
ployment a large number of American laboring men, reducing
the value of the property and the products tp be turned out and
consumed. You have reduced the purchasing power of the peo-
ple of this country, and all along the line the purchasing power
of the people is less to-day than under the protective-tariff law.

And it is going to go lower, as I fear, but I shall hope and pray |

with you that it does not.

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question there?

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Michigan yield
to the gentleman from North Dakota?

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes.

Mr. NORTON. Has the reduction of the tariff on lumber
reduced the price to the consumer?

Mr. FORDNEY. I am not in the retail business, but I was
told by a retailer the other day that he had not changed his
price to the consumer, although, as a manufacturer, we are
selling lumber to-day at our mill in the State of Mississippi at
$5 a thousand lower than we sold for in March, 1913.

Mr. Chairman, how much more time have I?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has three minutes.

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman a |

question.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? -

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield.

Mr. POST. Are you selling your lumber at a loss now?

Mr. FORDNEY. Well, my friend, I will be candid with you.
It is a question whether or not we are getting a new dollar for
an old one, But there is another feature to be considered: We
have 450 men in our employ in the lumber camps and mill.
They are performing most faithful service. Those people repre-
sent a population of 1,800 or 2,000 men, women, and children.

If we close our mill to-day, where will those poor people turn
to seek a livelihood? It is for me and my associates to conslder
seriously, sir, whether we will close down and throw out of em-
ployment those faithful servants, who have stood by us through
thick and thin, when we can run without too serious a loss.
We can not close our mill without a serious loss, for taxes, inter-
est, insurance, and depreciation and certain overhead expenses

continue whether we are closed or running;
to-day—and I am candid about it—whether
ting back a new dollar for an old one.
trying to avoid serious loss. .

I have a report here from the Home Market Club, of Boston,
which club gathers much statistics on the operation of woolen
mills, and on the 2d day of March, out of all the mills reporting,
27 per cent of the looms were closed down. There ara 168,000
employees in the woolen mills, and 27 per cent means 45,500
out of employment in that industry.

I can go on and show similar conditions existing all along the
line. What is true of one industry is true of another. I regret
exceedingly that we are not on the crest of a wave of prosperity.
Capital can never be prosperous unless labor is well employed
and prosperous, and the prosperity of American industries will
reflect prosperity on all the people.
enacted that will attempt to separate capital and labor. Class
legislation is neither just nor eq: itable. Tt is contrary to the
Constitution of the United States, my friends, to give one man
prosperity and not others through legislation. I thank you, gen-
tlemen. [Applause:]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, how much time has been used?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the Chair
has made a calculation, and after we have evened up the time
there remains 1 hour and 13 minutes, so that it will give the
gentleman from I1llinois [Mr. HiNgrave] 12 minutes, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrrerr] 18 minutes, and the zen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] 43 minutes to close within
the time that the House instructed the committee to close,
namely, 4.35.

s;\ér'; BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I
used ?

The CHAIRMAN. All but 18 minutes. The gentleman has
18 minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
HINEBAUGH] 12 minutes, and the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Davis] 43 minutes.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. Goob].

Mr. BARTLETT. How much time have I used?

The CHAIRMAN. Three hours and eleven minutes. The
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, Davis] has used 2 hours and
46 minutes. E
o Mrj DAVIS. I recognize the gentleman from Iowa [Mr,

0oD].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]
is recognized. :

Mr, GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp by the insertion of gome ex-
tracts from the speech of Col. George Harvey, editor of the
North American Review, delivered before the Merchants’ Club
of Boston on April 21, 1914, entitled “ Defense of the adminis-
tration.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorn by the pub-
lication of the speech indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Following is the speech referred to:

DEFENSE OF THE ADMINISTRATION.

(Extracts from the speech of Col. George Harvey, editor of the North
American Review, before the Merchants’ Club April 21, 1914.)

The last time I was in Boston I was on a political mission, It was
in the summer of 1910 when, on returning from my native State, I
met by appointment at the Hotel Touraine a gentleman, Woodrow
Wilson, who had -journeyed hither from his resting place on the banks
of the Connecticut River. So it happened that 1 came from Vermont
and he from Connecticut to this abode of political Inspiration in
Massachusetts, for the purpose of constructing a party platform for
the use of Democrats In New Jersey. We struggled manfully at the
task for two evenings, and, since 1 had comparatively small part
in the actual construction of the document, I may say frankly with no
little success.

In any case the doctrine enunciated, thongh anything but reac-
tionary, proved so }lleaslng to the Jacksonians in New Jersey that I
had little difficulty in Inducing them to accept if, and in the following
September the gentleman who had most to do with putting it into
words was delegated to stand behind it as candidate for governor, and
In due course of time was, as the current phrase runs, triumphantly
elected. Thereupon, after hnﬂng put those principles into active prac-
tice to the great satisfactlon of the State, he was called up higher,
and at present is shaping the course of the Nation from the Executiva
Mansion in Washington.

Of our foreign policies under this administration we ma
ont undue boasting, that they dre such as thei are,
toward Mexico has not, of course, been to the liking of everybody in
the United States or to anybody, apparentlts;. in Mexico, except our
amiable allles, Mr. Villa and Mr. Carranza. ut how, I beg to Inquire,
could we e it more satisfactory or more consonant with interna-
tional usage without virtually ‘adm’tting that we had taken a falsé
step at the beginning, a quite impossible confession, as all must agree.
And have we not confounded the critics of watchful walting by our

and it is a question
or not we are get-

say, with-
ur attitude

But we are running and

No legislation should be.
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recent s;}mlriteﬂ action? - Who now, In the face of 40 battleships steam-
ing fearlessly before the frowning guns of the impregnable fortifica-
tions of Tampico, can attribute to us a eraven spirit? 1 venture to
say that as a resnlt of that splendid maneuver the whole world has
awakened to realization of the fact that we could, if we would, fight
our way into that anclent village and capture it.

But it is no part of our pur&nse to utilize
simply because we possess it. _We have no e&}ger hope to engage in a
bomhardment which might econceivably result In. frightful carnage
throngh the bursting of a bottle of club soda upon one of our own
battleships. To enhance our military glory is not our desire, That Is
not the problem. To salute or not to salute? That is the guestion
to whose solution is being brought to bear all of the unsuspected re-
sources of our diplomacy. As true Americans, devoted to the cause of
peace and forbearance, let us hope and pray that the Mexican Gov-
ernment will not only accede to our gentle suggestion, but, -what is
maore to the point, that it may be able to find somewhere in the vicinity
of Tampico a cannon that can be fired 21 times without exploding.
Else how can we anticipate that our Secretary of Siate will ever be
able to place uﬂon his brow the laurels of a world pacificator and clas
to his bosom the Nobél prize of $40.000, the equivalent of 80,000 full-
paid subscriptions to the Commoner? But it is far from my intention
to discuss our variegated Mexican policy at this time. I couldn't do
it. 1 shouldn’t know, at the moment, whether to laugh or to cry.

But while our composite democratic mind may at times seem to be
closed, it is never really locked. We are always ready and willing to
learn. No reasonable person, of course, conld have expected us to recog-
nize the de facto government of Mexico after we had once put our heel
in the ground in refusal, but you may have noticed that subsequently
when precisely similar conditions arose in Peru and Haiti we lost not a
moment in according recognition to what was, even though it seemed to
onr higher thonght what it ought mot to be, thus disproving conclu-
sively accusations of obduracy and ipattention to the demands of ex-
D{'dicn?'. Never again, you may rest assured, shall we fall Into the
error depicted by Rameses 11, when, in giving instructions to the
nephew who was to succeed him, he-defined the difference between a
ciplomat and a lady.

“ [f a diplomat,” he observed, " says yes he means perhaps; if he says
Rofhspa he means no; if he says no he is no diplomat. On the other

and, if a lady says no she means perhaps; if she says perhaps she
means yes ; If she says yes she 1s no lady.” Youn may be certain that we
shall not soon agaln definitely, inflexibly, and irrevocably negative the
designation of a President by another nation. As the colored gentle-
man about to be hanged remarked, somewhat pathetically, * This ex-
perience is going to be a mighty good lesson to me.”

So far as our other diplomatic endeayvors are concerned, we direct
attention to the difference famliliar to all between theory and practice.
We denounced dollar diplomacy instinctively, The very word * dollar "
grated harshly upon our tender sensibilities, We could hardly sleep o'
nights while Mr. Knox was making a sordid irade with Nicaragua., And
¥et when, after having been placed in authority, we listened, as was our
duty, to the pleadings of those unhappy neighbors, we not only con-
firmed the transaction, but voluntarily threw in $£3,000,000 to boot as
evidence of good faith and kindly feeling, no less than of our own con-
tempt for mere dross, so long as it ean be extracted without undue
attention from the Treasury of the United States,

8o, too, with Colombia. There was a clear case of the pressing need
of righting a wrong, and we are doing it or trying to do it after a
fashion fully illostrative of our magnanimous disregard of milllons.
That the injury was inflicted and that reparation should be made there
can be no question, but why it is necessary to take $25,000,000 from our
taxpayers, when but a few years ago $10,000,000 would have been most
gratefully accepted, and to couple with this payment an expression of
regret closely approaching an apology for the action of a previons admin-
istration, along with the privilege of using our canal free of charge,
may indeed seem to some as undue encroachment upon our genemslg.
8o, at least, I am confident it will appear to the redoubtable huntsman
whose comment upon his return we await with zestful anticipation.,

Now for the tariff. We reformed the tarlff not precisely as we re-
formed our Diplomatic Service, because we reduced it, That is what
we promised to do. That is what we were elected to do. The precise
degree of that reduction was not fixed during the campaign, and it
must be admitted that we went somewhat beyond the terms of the bill
which had already passed the Democratic House of Representatives.
Some say even now, as Artemus Ward said of Napoleon, that we * tried
to do too much and we did it.” -People in Louisiana who are breaking
their sugar machinery into junk and some of the beet growers in the
West are talking that wa{. very much as the farmers voted at the recent
congressional election - In Iowa. But what of it? We had a prineiple to
sustain and suostained it. The time may come, in fact it seems to be
approaching, when we may need the $50,000,000 of revenue so easily
derived from the small tariff upon sugar, but if so, we have only to
inecrease the income tax.

It is all quite simple and logleal. Mayor Van Wyck insisted that
Mr. Devery was the best chief of police New York ever had. And that
is our attitude toward our new tariff. If it is not satisfactory from
one point of view, it is from another., We Demoerats have more than
one string to our bow. Granting that the expectations of our optimistic
Secretary of the Treasury are not being fully realized, then all we
have to do is to fetch forward our ebullient Becretary of Commeree, with
his proud assertion that our markets are not being filled with foreign
products. In this way we are enabled to establish the soundness of
our original contention regardless of the consequences. That is what
we call team work. When one prediction falls, another is fulfilled
beyond peradventure.

Occxs!onallf we hear remarks of the dearth of employment for work-
ingmen in this section of the country. But there is nothing in that.
You manufacturers are very prosperous. You may not know it, hut

ou are. If you have any doubts upon the subject, we will send Mr.

edfield up here, and he will convince you by the exelgeticnl process of

rensoning that you are, or at least ought to be, which is the same thing.

. In any case, according to acinal statistics in our possession, nearly 60

per eent of ¥our working people are employed, and surely that is a very

good percemtage when you consider that you ean not enact Democratic
measures without expecting to get Democratic results,

The charge is bronght against us Democrats that, although having
for years professed an ardent desire for economy in the administration
of public affairs, we are indulging in extravagance. This is a phase of
our administration which for various reasons I do not care to dwell
upon in detail. But as a slight indication of the baselessness of the
assertion, I would direct your attention to the fact that only the other
day the Becretary of Btate appeared before the Benate Co ttee on

Appropriations and announced with pardonable pride that while he had

the strength of a glant.

been conducting the affairs of his department with all the fire and dash
of an angleworm, he had reduced the estimated expenditures of his
department from $£354,160 to (‘3354.040. thus effecting a net saving of
$120 per annum. He achiev this reduction, moreover, without im-
pairing the so-called efficiency of his force. Acting under the inspira-
tion of his financial astuteness, by the simple method of dropping a
clerk, who had been drawing $000 a foar. he was enabled to employ a
footman, and added, somewhat pathetically, * You gentlemen, of course,
know that you can not get along with a driver alone when engaged in
the matter of returning cards.” The Senators addressed nodded under-
standingly and, probablf to show theilr own familiarity with the con-
ventions, granted the allowance. So,,too, finally did the House, tho
with less grace, because Representative Goop, of Iowa, disliked t
appellation  footman " and wished to substitnte * messenger who sha
act,” ete. After Mr. Goop's motion had sucenmbed to a point of order,
Representative MCRDOCK{ of Kansas, objected to the appropriation for
* equipment for drivers."” which he insisted meant * livery and nothing
else,” and sald emphatieally, “ 1 know the Secretary of State; I pro-
test for him; I know the country from which he hails and its customs;
we do not believe In that sort of thing out there.” Nevertheless, since
nobody seemed to know what is considered a suitable costume for a foot-
man where footmen are unheard of and the only cards known are euchre
decks, the protest passed unheeded and the appropriation was made
with but one condition, that * equipment” should not comprise * skin-
tight pants,” thus completely demolishing the theory of the Peacham
philosopher that “ it's mot the coat that makes the man, it's the pants.”
Mr, DAVIS. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.

FArr].
[Mr, FARR addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr, BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
CONNELLY]. X

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, my admiration
for some of these distinguished gentlemen who are opposed to
old soldiers’ pensions is so great and so genuine that I really
regret that they take the position that they do regarding these
old soldiers, who at best can have but few years to enjoy the
largess of a nation’s gratitude through the ageuncy of their
quarterly peusions, \

I wish that I could vote for every dollar appropriated here
with as good will and as clear a conception of duty done as I
can when I cast my vete for these old soldiers’ pensions. Mr,
Chairman, I say this as a Democrat coming from a State that
has been held in the Republican column for nearly half a cen-
tury, largely through the influence and the vote of the soldiers
of the Civil War. The politicians of my State have for years
made every effort to hold this vote by appealing to the prejudice
engendered in the war, and trying to make the old veterans be-
lieve that they were in danger of losing this stipend that comes
to them from the Government should the Republican Party lose
control. They have made the matter "of pensions a partisan
matter instead of placing it upon the high grounds that it
should always occupy, that of being a patriotic matter. While
a great majority of these old men in my distriet will to-day be
found going to the polls and voting a different ticket from the
one that I choose to vote, T may doubt their judgment but I
never doubt their patriotism, and they have the right to vote
as they desire. I have no respect for any man who views the
pension matter from a partisan bias.

Mr, Chairman, I hope that we are far enough this side of the
great conflict that was all seftled five years before I was born
to look at the conditions now without viewing them through the
smoked glasses of prejudice. There have been thousands of
people who have grown up in my State who have not only be-
lieved but they have been encouraged to believe by men who
were profiting by the old soldier vote that every Democrat was
a rebel and at one time desired the dissolution of this Union.
I had three uncles who heard the ery of their country’s distress
in the dark days of sixty-one, One of those uncles, a beardless
boy, fell charging up the slopes at Fredericksburg; the other
two came home, and, with honorable discharges, drew pensions
until within the last two years, when they have crossed the
silent river. They went to the war as Demoerats, they came
home Democrats, they lived and died Democrats. They believed
that the Union should be preserved, but they never faltered in
‘their devotions to the principles of Jefferson or doubted the
wisdom of his teachings.

Mr. Chairman, these old soldiers have shown that they were
loyal and patriotic, and they have the right to vote as they
please, and they have the further right to expect this Govern-
ment, under the administration of any party, great and rich and
powerful as it is, to not refuse them food and shelter and
raiment and medicine in their old age, as they totter down the
last few years of the sharp decline of life’'s highway. M.
Chairman, the lines drawn through the special bills that we
have from time to time considered tell the story of the going
of some of these old warriors while we are quibbling over a few
paltry dollars that they have asked for to make smooth the
last end of their journey here. Even while we stop in our
deliberations the pontoons of death are heavy with the tread
of thr:aéf- marching feet, marching to “ Fame's eternal camping
grou »”

h
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Mr. Chairman, I want to economize, and I know there are
many places where it could well be done, but I do not want to
begin at the expense of these old men, their wives and their
widows. I would like to go back to my district and tell my
people that this Congress had been careful with the people's
money, but I do not want to say that we saved a dollar by tak-
ing it from the men who went down into the wvalley of the
shadow when the lamp of the Nation’s life flickered and all but
went out. I want every soldier to know that this Nation has
not forgotten and will not forget. I want him to know as he
sits in the glonming, in the twilight of the eventide, as he
sits there in retrospect, as he nears the end of life’s toilsome
way—I want him to know that this Nation is not unmindful,
is mot ungrateful. T want this Nation to be just and, if you
please, generous to these old men and their widows. I want
this becanse I believe it their due, but I want it for another
purpose as well. d

I want the boy of the future who is just budding into stal-
wart manhood, if he should ever hear the blast that calls him
to the defense of his country’s flag—if he should say at that
time, “ Take my measure for a suit of the blue "—I want him
to feel that in case he ever needs a few paliry dollars when he
is old and poor and sick and discouraged, that this Nation will
not be grudging in the granting. I am ready to stand by the
gide of the gentlemen here who are opposing the ecivil-gervice
pensions for the men who have held good offices all their lives
and who have drawn ample pay for the services they have ren-
dered. It took no patriotism, no devotion, no sacrifice to nccept
the job and assume the responsibility. I want to be counted
against that pension; but in every case where the committec
finds that one of these old and decrepit veterans needs a few
more dollars to tide him over the remaining span of life they
can have my vote for him to have it.- Some gentlemen have
gone to the trouble to figure out that each one of the special
pension bills sets the Natlon back $8,000. I have not the fizures
at hand, but I suppose they are in the main correct. If we
pass 10 of these bills, the total will aggregate $80,000 per year,
or nearly 1 mill for each voter in the United States. Mr.
Chairman, I want to be economieal, but I do not want to save
one-half of 1 cent for every family of five in my district at the
price of ingratitude to these old men, their wives, and their
widows. There is no class of people in this great Nation that
is demanding it; there is no party nor creed who want it done.
In the few years that he has yet to live under the friendly folds
of the flag that he followed as his pillar of cloud by day and
of fire by night let the old soldier vote the way he wants to vote,
but let him understand that no vandal hand shall touch the
little stipend that he draws in the shape of a quarterly pension
from the Government upon whose altar he placed his all when
the clouds of war hung low.

Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, we have before
us to-day for consideration the annual pension appropriation
bill, providing funds for the payment of pensions for the fiseal
year commencing July 1, 1914, and ending June 30, 1915. This
is one of the largest appropriation bills that receives considera-
tion and action by Congress each year. - This time it contains
an appropriation for the payment of annual pensions, and fees
for examining surgeons, for the year mentioned in the sum of
$169,150,000.

It has always been a pleasure to me during my short career

in this House to support by my vote the annual pension appro-
priation bills and other special bills providing pensions for the
old soldlers and sailors, their widows and dependent chil-
dren. This general pension appropriation bill I shall also with
pleasure support and vote for. Observations and statistics
show that there is a smaller percentage of pension appropria-
tions wasted or misused than there is of any other Government
appropriations of equal size. Experience and observation also
show that there is no money appropriated by the Government
which earries so much happiness and joy to the homes of our
citizens as does the annual pension appropriation bill. No
money appropriated by the Government is so equally distributed
and kept so constantly in circulation. Of all the money that
Congress annually appropriates none is so cheerfully and grate-
fully voted by the average Congressman, and none does as much
substantial good among the people. These annual millions are
divided, subdivided, and distributed among 800,294 pensioners
upon the Natlon's roll of honor.
ROLL OF IHONOR.

The statistics for the last previous year indeed show it to be
a roll of horor., In the annual distribution of these millions for
pensions there is less waste and less fraud than In the appro-
priation and distribution of money by the Government for any
other purpose. As evidence of the honesty, integrity, and honor
of the old soldiers, their widows, and dependent children, let
me present official statistics, If is shown by the records of the

-uot a roll of honor.

Pension Bureaun for the year ending June 30, 1013, that only
61 new cases for that year were presenfted by the bureaun to
the Department of Justice for prosecution on account of offenses
agninst the pension laws. Where, I ask you, can there be
found another 860,204 citizens with so little dishonesty and
practicing so little deception and fraud? It shows us conclu-
sively that howvor and good charaeter are precious to the old
soldiers and  sailors and their widows, and that they fight as
valiantly to maintain and preserve untarnished the honor of
their citizenship as they valiantly fought and battled for the
honor and preservation of the Union; and yet some of our-south-
ern friends have the andacity to charge that the pension roll is
Such indisputable facts prove conclusively
that it is a roll of honor with a splendor not excelled by even
tke interior splendor of the Congressional Library, said to be the
greatest splendor in the world. b
CLASSES OF PENSIONERS.

Of the 820,200 pensioners on the roll at the close of the year
ending June 30, 1913, 503,633 persons rendered service in the
Army or Navy of the United, including 328 Army nurses, the
remaining 316,567 being pensioned as widows and dependents.
The number of individuals who served in the Army and Navy of
the United States during the Civil War is estimated at 2,213.365.

The survivors of the Civil War on the roll on the 1st of July,
1012, numbered 497,263. These survivors at the end of the fiscal
year, June 30, 1913, were, by death, reduced in number to
462,579, or a net loss during the year among the Civil War vet-
erans of 34,834, This amounts to an annual reduction in the
ranks of those heroes of T} per cent.

WIDOWS OF CIVIL WAR SOLDIERS,

On the 1st of July, 1012, there were 232,947 widows of Civil
War veterans on the pension roll. On the 1st of July, 1913,
there were 232,864 such widows on the pension roll, being a net
loss of 83 during the last year.

WAR WITH SPAIN.

On the 1st of July, 1912, there were on the pension roll 23,841
survivors of the War with Spain, and 24157 on the 30th of
June, 1913. On the 1st of July, 1912, there were on the pen-
sion roll 2,931 widows of Spanish War soldiers, and at the end
of that year there were 2,860 such widows on the roll.

The greatest number of pensioners ever carried on the rolls
of the Government was 990,436 in the year 1902. The total
amount paid in pensions for that year was $141,335.646.95. The
greatest amount of pensions ever paid in one year was in the
year 1918, when the Government expended for that purpose
$176,714,907.39. 1t seems paradoxical that during the year 1013,
when there were 179,246 less soldiers, widows, and dependents on
the pension roll than in the year 1902, that the amount of pensions
paid in 1913 should be $35,379,050.44 larger than in 1902, An ex-
planation, however, is simple and is due exclusively to the increase
in pensions for Union soldiers provided for by the Sherwood
age and service pension act, which became a law May 11, 1912,

NUMBER OF PENSIONERS AND ANNUAL AMOUNTS PAID,

The following table shows the total amounts paid for all
pensions and the number of persons on the pension roll between
the years 1902 and 1913, inclusive,

Number of pensioners and annuel amount paid.

Caost, main- Number
P“ld;j; ; Total. of pen-
' expenses. sioners.
|53, 568, 705, 44 18142, 400,270.28 | 507,735
3,831,378.96 | 141,335, 646.95 | 999 445
3,993, 218,70 | 141, 752, 870. 50 006,
3,840,306, 25 | 144,942,087, 74 904,
3,791, 832,82 | 144,504,604.15 | 998 441
8, 523, 200. 51 | 142, 523, 557. 76 085, 971
3,309,110, 44 | 141,464, 522.00 | 967,371
2,500,963, 36 | 155, 804,040.63 | 951,
32,852,583, 73 | 104, 826, 2687, 50 040,104
2,657,673.86 | 162,681, 720.94 921,083
2,517,127.06 | 150,842,257 41 | 892,008
2,448, 857.31 | 156,435 291,08 B8O, 204
2, 543, 46.°50 | 176, 714,907.39 820, 200

AMOUNT PAID TO PENSIONERS; 1790 TO 1013.
For the purpose of showing the almost unmeasured latitude of
liberality of the Government for those who served in the Army
and Navy during its existence the following table is submitted :

War of the Revolution (estimated) oo __ $70, 000, 000, 00
War of 1812 (service pension 45, 9u3, 014. 46
Indian wars (service pensi 12, 241, 273. 61

War with Mexico (service pension)

Civil War. 1 4, 204, 659G, D44, 47
War with Spain and P'hilippine insurregtion_______ 42 185, 230, 84
Regular Establishment oo oo 28, 461, 369. 52
Unclnssified 16, 499, 410, 44

Total 4, 5657, 53D, 824, 68




1914.

'JONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

8373

CLATMS PENDING,

For the purpose of showing that the Pension Bureau has
before it other work than the mere payment of pensions, I
desire to submit the following table, showing the number of
claims pending before that bur~:u on the 1st of July, 1913:

Tt By £ e e S 73, 089
War with Spain L 6,973
Mexican War--___ — 241
Indian wars___ - 179
War of 1812 ___- 3
Old wars_______ ST o B W T R SN T A2 N 9
Regular Establishment_ 3, 087

Total._ 83,581

WISCONSIN CIVIL WAR SOLDIERS,

During the year ending June 30, 1913, there was paid to
19,176 soldiers, their widows and dependents, residing in the
State of Wisconsin, $4,190,038.08. In the amount of pensions
paid to citizens by the Federal Government, Wisconsin ranks
eleventh among the several States.

SPECIAL ACTS,

Since 1861 there has been allowed by special acts of Congress
42 337 pensions and increases of pensions, of which 22,016 are
now on the roll, with an annual face value of $6,600,096. Only
a part of this is properly chargeable to special acts, as most of
the beneficiaries had been previously pensioned under general
laws at lower rates.

From -June 30, 1912, and thereafter, during the Sixty-second
Congress, 2,871 persons were included in the special acts passed
at the rates specified in the summary following:

Pensions granted by special act during the Sirty-second Congress, sub-
sequent to June 30, 1912,

Il
Number| Number
Rates specitied. m] Rates specified. | oovidy:
308
6 8
6 4
a2 9
20 33
2 16
403 3
15 4
9 4
7
2,871

Since 1890 the different Congresses have paséed the following
number of special pension acts during each Congress:
Special acts.

Fifty-sixth Congress, 1890-1901 . - .. . 1,391
Fifty-seventh Congress, 1001-1903___ el A1
Fifty-cighth Congress, 1905-1905 3, 355
Fifty-ninth Congress, 10061907 - ____ 6, 020
Slxtfeth Congress, 1907-1909__ , 600
Sixty-first Congress, 1909-1911 ____ , 64
Bixty-second Congress, 1011-1913 6, 350
Total number of special acts passed by Congress in
7 S S e e S A 30, 540

It is Impossible at this time to tell the exact number of
special- pension acts which will be passed during this session of
Congress, but to me it appears that such acts are being passed,
at least as liberally as during the Sixty-second Congress sub-
gequent to June 30, 1912, when the Sherwood Pension Act was
in force. The reason why the number of special pension acts
passed by this Congress will not be as great as in the Fifty-
ninth, Sixtieth, and Sixty-first' Congresses is because of the
liberal provisions of the Sherwood General Pension Act taking
care of thousands of needy and destitute soldiers whom it other-
wise would have been necessary to have taken care of by
special pension acts. The ravages of age and disease, however,
are naturally working with great havoe and rapidity among the
old soldiers and sailors, Nearly all are now incapacitated from
performing manual or other labor, and a large portion of them,
like the rest of mankind, have been unsuccessful in laying
aside provisions for o rainy day, and the number who are in
needy and destitute circumstances is rapidly growing. It will
therefore be absolutely necessary to continue until the last
roldiers have answered the final bugle call the practice of pass-
ing special pension acts by Congress granting relief to those
who may be in the most helpless, dependent, and destitute cir-
cumstances. Of course there are many persons in and out of
Congress who complain of the increased liberality necessary
in the future to be made in the case of pensions.

Some gentlemen, especially those from the South, claim that
the pension system is costing too much. I do not know what
the future demands upon the Nation’s gratitude will be. I

shall not stop to count the cost. My only question will be,
Do they need it; and if so, how much? If they do, and it
stands to reason that they will, I am willing to give it to
them, regardless of its cost. We will then show the nations
of the world that this Republic, at least, is not ungrateful,
nor forgetful of its defenders. To those who are worrying
about the increased cost, let them remember that at every
period of the expansion of our pension policy there has been
worry and objections to every increase in pensions, and yet
the country has been able at all times to meet its debt of
gratitude, to fulfill its governmental obligations, and to pros-
per. Let them remember that every dollar that the Govern-
ment spends for pensions makes the Government just so much .
stronger in the affections of its citizens, The money goes into
every avenue of trade, and into every section of the country.
It is true that larger amounts may go into certain sections of
the country than others, but there are well-established his-
torical reasons why the amount of pensions distributed in our
Southern States is smaller than the amount thereof spent i
the North, East, and West. In numerous cases the distribution
of pensions under our present system saves the old soldier or
sailor or his widow from State, county, or municipal charity.
Nothing could be sadder than to see one of the Nation's heroes
dependent upon public or private charity. Loyal and patriotic
Americans of all political parties are determined that such
shall not be the sad lot of any of the Nation's defenders.

Every loyal, patriotic, and grateful American approves of
the liberal granting of pensions fo our old soldiers and sailors,
their widows and minor children and dependents. No govern-
ment, whether a monarchy or republic, has ever treated its
soldiers and sailors and their dependents as liberally as this
Government has treated its soldiers and sallors, their widows,
and their dependents. Those who fought and bled for the
Nation in time of war, and their widows and dependents, are
worthy of their country’s gratitude, and with the advance of
their years and inability to labor, the Nation's gratitude and
affection should be increased and not diminished.

DEMOCRATIC FRIENDS OF SOLDIERS.

Some of our opponents, however, may be disposed to contend

and assert that the solicitude and gratitude of the Democratic
Party for the old Union soldiers has but recently been born, or
may be prompted by other than reasons of gratitude to the
Union soldiers,
* Permit me to here insert a list of the various pension laws
which were either approved by a Democratic President or passed
by a Democratic House of Representatives. Legisiative history
proves what I now here credit to the Democratic Party:

First. Act of August 15, 1876, providing for the issuance of artificlal
limbs, or commutation therefor, to disabled soldiers and seamen, and
pg?v&ding transportation for the purpose of having the same properly

(15 1

Second. Act of February 28, 1877, increasing the pension of those
who lost both an arm and a leg.

Third. An act of March 9, 1878, granting pensions on account of serv-
fce in the War of 1812 and the Revolutionary War, requiring a service
of but 14 instead of G0 days on the part of the survivors of the War of
1812, and granting pensions to widows, regardless of the date of the
marria?e to the soldiers of this war. It also granted pensions to widows
of soldiers of the Revolutionary War on a service of 14 days. Former
laws required a marriage Jarior to the ireaty of peace In the case of
widows of the War of 1812,

Fourth. Act of June 17, 1878, increasing to $72 per month the pen-
slons of those who lost both hands, both feet, or the sight of both eyes
incident to the service,

Fifth. Act of March 3, 1879, increasing to $37.50 all pensions on ae-
count of amputation at the hip joint. This sum was afterwards in-
creased to $45 per month by a mocratic House. :

Sixth. Acts of Januvary 25 and March 8, 1879, granting arrears of
pensions from the date of discharge, generous measures which benefited
more than 225,000 nsioners at once and cau the annunal pension
rate to leap from $33,708,626.10 to $57,240,540.14. The Republican
Party had control of both Houses of Congress for more than 10 years
after the close of the war, but passed no legislation of this character.

Seventh. Act of June 21, 1879, abolishing blennial medieal examina-
tions and providing that in no ease shall a pension be withdrawn or
Eedtticed except upon notice to the pensioner and a lhearing upon sworn
estimony.

Eighth. Act of June 16, 1880, giving $72 per month to all those who
became totally helpless for uny cause incident to the service.

Ninth. Act of February 26, 1881, for the protection of pensioners in
the soldiers’ homes.

Tenth. Act of July 4, 1884, which established the proper relation
which should exist between attorneys and cllents and fixed by law the
fees to be dllowed in pension cases. By this act a Democratic Congress
placed the strong arm of the law between the helpless applicant and
the rapacious agent,

Eleventh. Act of July 14, 1892, establishing an intermediate rate of
pensions between $30 and $72 per month, and fixing the rate of $50 for
all who required frequent and periodical though not regular and con-
stant personal ald and attention.

Twelfth. Act of August 5, 1892, grantin, ipm:u;lm:u: to Army nurses
and forbidding the demanding of a fee by cla agents for prosecuting
this class of cases, This was a generous recognition of the noble
heroines who, leaving home and loved ones behind, in seif-sacrifice
b?;.'!}ed tilence and hardship to minister to the sick in thé hospitals
o e Army.
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' Thirteenth. Act of December 21, 1803, making a pension a vested

right.
‘sl"ourteenth. Act of April 18, 1884, making It a felony for any per-
son to falsely or fraudulently represent himself to be an officer of the
R etcenth: of March 19, 1886, increasing from $8 to §$12

Fifteenth. Act arc ¥ in rom per
month the penslons of 79,989 widows and dependents on the roll at
the time as well a8 tens of thousands who have since been placed
thereon. These certificates were issued by a Democratic Commissioner
of Penslons, without any expense or unnecessary delay to those deserv-
ing beneficiaries.

Sixteenth, Act of May 17, 1886, amending the reports of the War
Department, which discriminated a st a large and worthy class of
mlsicrs, relleving thousands of unfortunate veterans of the hardships
worked by the resting of the charges agalnst them, based upon technl-
cal errors in the records.

Seventeentlr. Act of Augnst 4, 1886, increasing the pensions of
10,030 cripples—armless and legless veterans,

ighteenth. Act of January 20, 1887, benefiting about 80,000 sur-
vivors and widows of the Mexican War.

Nineteenth. Act of June 7, 1888, granting arrears to widows from
the date of ihe death of the husband and &:ovirnu that all United
Btates officials authorized to administer oa should administer all
oaths required to be made In pension eases in the execution of vouchers
for pensions free of cbn::ﬁe. his arrearage act benefited at once more
than 200,000 soldiers’ 0WS.

Twentieth. Act of August 27, 1888, increasing pensions on account
of dealness.

Twenty-first. Act of February 12, 1889, i;rantlng an increase of

ension from $72 to $100 per month to all persons who lost both
ands in the service and line of duty.

Twenty-second. Act of March 1, 1889, relat! to the payment of
pensions to widows or dependent heirs where su sequent to the issue
of the check the pensloner dles.

Twenty-third Act of March 2, 1880, removing certain technical
ggﬂ; es the record and relleving a large and meritorious class of
.
Twenty-fourth. Aet of March 2, 1805, which abolished the rate of
$2 and 54 and fixed the lowest rate of penslon at §6 per month,

Twenty-fifth, An act of May 11, 191: ,wgmntlng a service pension
to certain defined veterans of the Civil War, increasing the pension
of more than 400,000 soldiers, and which Is the best pension law ever
enacted by Congress, thereby Increasing the annunal pension roll from
$153,686,600 to $180,240,145.84,

SHERWOOD FENSION BILL.

On the first day of the special session of the Sixty-second
Congress, being the 4th day of April, 1911, that gallant old
soldier Democrat, Gen. Isiac R. SHeeRwoop, chairman of the
House Committee on Invalid Pensions, introduced the first bill
of the session, H. It. 1, providing a general increase of pensions
to Civil War veterans based upon service. 'This bill, in modified
form, subsequently became a law on the 11th of May, 1012, and
now constitutes the new general pension law, based upon age
and service. The Sherwoed bill, as introduced and as passed
by the House of Representatives in December, 1911, was a far
more liberal and just biil than it was, after it had been amended
by the Republican Senate.

The Sherwood bill, as it passed the House of Representatives,
provided that tny soldier or sailor who served in the military
or naval service of the Unifed States during the Ciyil War and
received sn honorable discharge and who was wounded in battle
or in line of duty and is now unfit for manual labor, through
ecnuses not due to his own vicious habits, -or who from disease
or other causes incurred in line of duty, resulting in his dis-
ability, ¥ now unable to perform manual labor shall be entitled
to a pension of $30 per month. If this bill had become a law
as it passed the House of Representatives it would have been a
far more liberal pension hill than the present general pension
law, and would have given greater satisfaction to the ex-Union
goldiers and sailors. Under its terms every such soldier or
sailor, who had been wounded in batile or in line of duty ir
wns disabled from diseases contracted in the seérvice, would
have been entitled to a maximuom pension of $30 ner month, re-
gardless of other causes, like old age, accidents, or other dis-
enses contracted since his service, and now rendering the soldier
or sailor unable to perform manual labor. In other words, his
maximum pensionable disability wonld not have been based upon
present disabilities arising from diseases of service origin only.

The Secretary of the Interior, at the time that the Sherwood
bill was pending, estimated that at least 15,000 old soldiers and
saiflors would be benefited by this $30 per month disability
clause. The increase in disbursements under this clause was
estimated not to exceed $2,500,000 per year. It was truly stated
that if the bill became a law with this maximum disability
clause that it would necessitate an examination of cvery appii-
eant for the maximum pension by an examining surgeon, or a
board of examining surgeons, and that the increased cost due
to such medical examinations would probably reach $200,000 a
year. This supposed increase in expen.es of medical examina-

tions would have been a mere trifle as compared with the great
relief that would have been provided for and shared in by the
old soldiers and sailors by the disbursement of $2,500,000 more
annually-among 15,00 of their number. = i

s

In the Senate in 1912, during that same session of Congress,
the Sherwood pension bill was amended by inserting in lien of
the language above cited the following: ;

That
Uniten Riares, dasing tho CIv War And Faccivad ou: mooreie s e
and who was wounded in battle or in line of (!utf and Is now unfit for
manual labor by reason thereof, or who from disease or other canses
incurred in line of duty resulting in his disabllity, is now unable to
perform manual labor, shall be paid the maximum pension under this
act, to wit, $30 per month without regard to length:of service or age.

It will thus be seen that the Senate amendment based the
right of the soldier or sailor to $30 per month pension upon his
present inability to perform manual labor because of wounds,
injuries, or diseases incurred in the war exclusively, and did not
take into consideration, as did the original Sherwood bill, other
causes besides those of service origin, which might agegravate
and contribute to the present inability of an old soldier or
sailor to perform manual labor.

Various attempts have been made in the Pension Bureau fo
have that bureau construe this clause in the present pension
law, =20 as to give the old soldiers and sailors the benefit of the
£30 per month maximum pension as was intended by the original
Sherwood bill. There are many arguments that can be advanced
in favor of such a construction, but the bureau, consistent
with its past record for years, has given the- benefit of the
doubt to the Government and against the old soldiers. This is
a construction which is undoubtedly inconsistent with {he pur-
poses of establishing a pension system, but it has become so
firmly established in the Pénsion Bureau that argnment against
it is no longer of any avail, and the only relief that can be
secured from the burdens of this wrongful rule of construction
is by the passage of remedial legislation by Congress.

When we remember that the Sulloway general pension bill,
after having passed the Republican House in the Sixty-first Con-
gress, was finally killed in the Republican Senate of that Con-
gress; and when we find that the Sherwood bill, introduced
by a Democratic soldier and passed by a Democratic House
in the Sixty-second Congress, was amended by the Republican
Senate in that Congress so as to make it less liberal by $2,600,-
000 each year, and so as to make this maximum pension appli-
cable to 15,000 less soldiers and sailors, we can readily see that
our Republican legislators are not always safely and consistently
the best or most reliable champions and friends of the old
soldiers and sailors.

These facts, as well as others, conclusively prove that the
old soldiers' friends are not to be found entirely in any one
party. They prove that their friends are to be found in all
parties, and that those only are his friends who entertain
patriotic sentiments and are therefore grateful to the defenders
of their country. 4

History shows that there were times when partisan political
exigencies were such that the Republican Party did not con-
sider the time ripe for the liberalizing of pensions, as well as
the Democratic Party found itself in such positions. But the
old soldfers have always been reasonable and consistent in thelr
pension demands, and can be safely relied upon to continue so.

Let me gay in absolutely good faith and as their friend that it
is not always wise for an old soldier to carry all of his eggs
in one basket, for he has, and will continue to have, loyal
friends in both parties. No fair and liberal minded Member of
Congress should ever look upon pension matters from a partisan
standpoint. In these days when the selfish and powerful money
interésts of the country are making a determined attempt to
howl and ery down the amount of annual pensions, and actually
abuse the friends of the old soldiers who vote for these neces-
sary appropriations, it is well that the friends of the old sol-
diers should not know any party when they come to provide
for soldiers and sailors’ pensions. Let them ascertain the ex-
tent of the need of the Nation's defenders, and then withonut
hesitation vote the amount of those needs,

SPECIAL PENSIONS OF 'I:I.'IIJHI SIXTY-SECOND AND SIXTY-THIRD CONGRESSES.

As a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions during
the Sixty-second and Sixty-third Congresses, I haye had an op-
portunity of becoming familiar with the workings of that com-
mittee and the rules and spirit upon which sneh pension elaims
are weighed and considered.- It is with pleasure that I can
truthfully say that during the Sixty-second and Sixty-third
Congresses upon that committee there has been no exhibition
of partisanship or sectionalism among the members in the con-
sideration of claims. All claims coming before thnt ecommittee
are considered upon their actual merits. Intering into the mer-
its are always the elements of age, service, need, and destitution
of the soldier, his widow, or dependent. We sit and act as a
court of equity in the true sense of the word. It is not neces-
sary for a needy and destitute old soldier, or his widow, to
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have the acquaintance of a Member of Congress, or to be recom-
mended by some one of political or social prominence. The ear
of every member of that committee is always open to the appeal
of the weary, needy, and aflicted old soldier, or his widow.
Acting as a court of equity, we are freer to act upon the merits
of each claim than is the Bureau of Pensions, As In all courts
of equity, technicalities which prevent the doing of justice are
brushed away, and the course of justice allowed to flow freely.
The work of that committee has been considerably reduced since
the passage of the Sherwood general-pension law. We must,
however, expect the work from now on to increase. This is due
to the large number of old soldiers and sailors who will be
reduced to needy and destitute circumstances by old age and in-
ability to perform manual labor.
AUTOMATIC ADYVANCES IN RATE OF PEXSIONS,

Soon after the present general pension law, known as the
Sherwood bill, went into operation, trouble was experienced in
adjusting the rates to which each soldler and sailor claimant
was entitled. It was easy for the Bureau of Pensions to
ascertain from its records the exact length of each soldier and
sailor’s service in the Army or Navy. It was, however, a far
more difficult matter to determine the exact age of each such
goldier or sailor. In many instances it was found that the
applicant for a pension under this law was uncertain as to his
own age or date of birth. In many instances where this was
the case, the soldier or sailor was also without available means
for ascertaining the same. In many instances soldiers and
sailors had, in previous applications and communications to the
Pension Bureau, carelessly and inaccurately stated their age and
the date of their birth under oath. Thossz previous affidavits
and communications were made at a time when neither the
department nor the soldier or sallors were interested in his birth
or age. Consequently that question was then immaterial. But,
as the amount of pension under the Sherwood pension bill de-
pends upon age as well as service, it became necessary and
important, both to the Government and the soldier or sailor,
that his exact age should be determined in the allowance of his
application for a pension under that law. In a large percentage
of cases it was found that the soldier or sailor had made in the
past conflicting statements as to the date of his birth and his
age, and the burean would compel him to resort to all kinds
of evidence to prove the date of his birth.

In many such instances his application under that act was
allowed without determining the exact date of his birth or his
exact age. For instance, if he claimed to be 73 years of age,
if the different afiidavits made by him in the past all showed
that he had represented himself as being of such an age that
at the time of the application, according to previous affidavits,
that he would be T1, 72, or 73 years of age, without determining
his exaet age, the bureau at that time wonld allow him the rate
of pension provided for a soldier of his service who had reached
the age of 70 years, because, according to all affidavits, he was
then over TO years of age, and entitled to the rate of pension
provided for a given service and that age. Soldiers and sallors
whose claims were allowed under such conditions will be re-
quired, before their next claim for increase on account of age
will be allowed, to prove definitely and positively the date of
their birth.

Since the discovery of this itroublesome situation Congress
passed, March 4, 1913, an amendment which, in substance, pro-
vides that when a soldier's or sailor's elaim under this law has
been passed upon and allowed, and his exact age once deter-
mined, there shall be kept a record in the Pension Bureau show-
ing the name, length of service, and age of each claimant and
date of his birth, the monthly rate of pension granted to or
received by him, and the county and State of his residence,
and that further increases in the rate of pension under that act
on account of advancing age shall be made without further ap-
plication by the pensioner and shall take effect and commence
from the date he is shown by the aforesaid record to have at-
tained the age provided by the act as a period for advancing
sald rate, the object of this being to advance the rate of
pensions automatically, as provided in the Sherwood pension
bill, withont expense to the pensioner, and by requiring the
Commissioner of Pensions and his office force to take judicial
notice of the recorded evidence of the date of each pensioner’s
birth when cnce established. This law is working very satis-
factorily, but there are still many instances in which it is
necessary for the pensioner to supply satisfaclory evidence of
his age before lhe will be auntomatically allowed an advance
in his pension rate. But once the age of a pensioner has been
determined to the satisfaction of the bureau, it will not be
necessary for the pensioner to again submit any suoch proof
or to be delayed in the regular receipt of his pension. *

MONTHLY PAYMENTS,

The question of providing for monthly payment of pensions,
instead of quarterly payments, has received some attention at
the hands of Congress during this session. A number of bills
for that purpose have been introduced, some of which have
been considered. It would appear at first that every pen-
sloner would be in favor of this movemenf, yet such does not
seem to be the case. The old soldiers themselves have mani-
fested but little interest in the proposed change, There ap-
pears, however, to be a great division of sentiment among
them in certain sections of the country. In other sections no
interest, pro or con, has been manifested.

It appears that the executive council of the National Grand
Army of the Republic, which couneil is the highest body next
to the grand encampment itself, at the national encampment
held at Chattanocoga, after such proposed change had been dis-
cussed during the address of the commander in chief, unani-
mously decided against monthly pension payments.

The present Commissioner of Pensions professes that origi-
nally he was in favor of the monthly payment of pensions, but
since considering the subject and investigating the sentiment
among the old soldiers he finds that there is at present no
sufficient demand to justify the change. He appears to be now
somewhat against the movement, owing to the additional ex-
pense which it will involve and the seeming indifference of
pensioners.

The additional expense is estimated by him at £1,000,000 per
annum. I ean not, however, bring myself to believe that there
is any substantial foundation whatsoever for any such high
estimate of additional expense. I am reliably informed that the
present expense of paying pensions by checks under the present
system of paying quarterly, or four times a year, is only
$100,000. If that be true, then expense of monthly payments
would be four times that, or $400,000, a mere bagatelle to the
Nation, providing that the change is desired. The subject seems
to be new, and perhaps the idea of such a change has not as
yet been fully discussed and considered among the old soldiers.
They and their friends, however, can rely upon the assurance
that whenever they manifest a majority, or strong desire for the
change, that Congress will readily grant the same,

LOST CHECKS.

Among the various bills introduced at this session of Congress
for the relief of the old soldiers is one for the issuing of dupli-
cates of lost pension checks. The present law requires that
when a pension check has been lost, or mislaid, or accidentally
destroyed, that application may be made for a duplicate, which,
upon the filing of a bond by the pensioner, will be issued at the
end of six months. This is an unnecessary hardship upon the
old soldier, who has been so unfortunate a8 to not receive hisg
check or who has lost the same.

A bill providing that these duplicate checks in place of lost
checks shall be issued 30 days after filing an application there-
for has been favorably reported by the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, and there is every reason to believe that it will pass
Congress unanimously when it is reached upon the calendar.

BOLDIERE SHOULD HAVE BENEFIT OF DOUBT,

The entire history and practice of the Pension Bureau shows
that in nearly every instance all technicalities are resolved in
favor of the Government and against the soldier or sailor. It
further shows that in nearly every instance the Government has
been given the benefit of the doubf, and as a vesult the soldier
or sailor got the worst of it. This rule of construction and
procedure may have been justified years ago when the pension
law relating to Civil War soldiers and sailors was in its infaney.
At this late date, however, when the soldiers’ and sailors’
comrades are scattered to the four winds and can not be found,
when others are dead, when age has dimmed the memory of
others, when the securing of evidence Is most difficult, and when
the soldier or sailor is most in need of a pension from the Gov-
ernment, it is time that this rule of construction and of solving
techniealities should be chHanged, and the benefit of the donbt
and the solving of technicalities should be in favor of the
soldier, sailor, or his widow.

Again, the Pension Bureau seems to be working in some ruts
of past ages in other respects. If that bureau would divert or
turn from some of these old traveled ruts or routes, justice
would be done the old soldier and sailor much quicker than it
is done at present and more often. That bureau seems to have
the aundacity to even question acts of Congress, especially in
the case of special pension acts, LEven attempts are sometimes
made to refuse payment of special pension acts where there is a
misspelling of the soldier’s, sailor’s, or widow’s name, which
does not change the sound of the name or the identity of the
person, and where there is not the slightest evidence to lead
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them to believe that the pensioner is any other than the person
mentioned in the bill. Even a pension granted to a soldier,
sailor, or widow by the full middle name by a special act of
Congress is ignored and dishonored, because the name of the
goldier, sailor. or widow may have originally appeared on the
records by the full given name and the initial of the middle
name, This happened in cases where there was absolutely no
question as to the identity of the soldier or sailor. In the inter-
est of justice to the old soldiers and sailors such quibbles and
technicalities should be dispensed with.
WIDOWS MARRIED SUBSEQUENT TO JUNE 27, 1800.

There are a few features of the present pension laws that
are wrong, inequitable, and indefensible. Time will not per-
mit me to discuss them in detail. In a short time, I expect, most
of them will receive the careful attention of Congress. If
once attention can be bronght to them, I have no doubt but
what justice will be done. The most unreasonable, arbitrary,
and unjust provision in the pension laws at the present time
is the one relating to granting pensions to widows who married
subsequent to June 27, 1800. That act provides, among other
things, a pension of §12 per month for the widow of a soldier
or sailor during her widowhood, provided that such widow shall
have married her soldier or sailor husband prior to June 27,
1890. This act has been amended several times since, but
this provision has never been amended or changed. There is
now no law under which a widow who married since June 27,
1800, can secure a pension by law unless her soldier husband
died of wounds or injuries inflicted during his war service or
died from diseases contracted in suech service. On the 27th of
this coming June it will be 24 years since that harsh, unjustifi-
able, and arbitrary law was passed—nearly a quarter of a
century.

It undoubtedly answered the purpose for which this arbitrary
and inflexible date was fixed for a number of years after its
passage. Under the strict letter of the law we may now have,
on the one hand, a widow who married a soldier on the 24th
of June, 1800, and on the other hand a widow who married
another soldier on the 30th of June, 1800. One is entitled to a
pension under the law at the bureau and the other is not,
The husband of the widow marrying before the 27th of June,
1800, may have died a week after that date, and yet his widow
is entitled to a pension under the law at the Pension Bureau.
The husband of the otter widow, who married him three days
after the 27th of June, 1890, may die now, after she has lived
with and cared for him as a faithful and devoted wife for 24
years, and yet under the law she is not entitled to a pension
a: the burean.

This soldier’s widow may have lived and struggled on with
him during those 24 years in sorrow and in toil, in adversity
and in poverty, from youth to old age, through storm and
through sunshine, and it makes no difference for how many
long, weary days and nights, through long years, she may have
nursed him in his sickness and helplessness, nor that in sorrow
and tears she spends her last dollar to plant flowers on his
grave, yet she is turned down at the Pension Bureau because of
the provisions of this harsh, unjust, and arbitrary law. The
fragrance of her dutiful and beautiful life has been wasted on
the desert air. Justice demands that so long as we are to con-
tinue the policy of pensioning the widows of soldiers and sail-
ors that this class of widows who married since June 27, 1890,
should be afforded immediate relief and justice. It is true
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions frequently recom-
mends special bills in the case of very needy and destitute
widows who married within a short time after the passage of
that law. But the granting of a special bill to one of this class,
when they all ought to enjoy this privilege as a lawful right, is
a rank digerimination and an injustice to those who married
no later and who have not been able to reach the sympathies of
.some Congressman,

BILL FOR RELIEF.

Having had this deplorable pension situation in mind for
some time, and having closely noticed the injustice of its effects,
I have had the pleasure during this session of Congress of intro-
ducing H. R. 15841, a bill to change the arbitrary provisions of
the law of June 27, 1890, and to substitute therefor a more just
and automatically working provision for widows.

In my bill I have stricken out from the present law the
words—

Provided, That said widow shall have married such soldier or sallor
prior to June 27, 1890—

And have substituted in lien thereof the following words:

Provided, That sald widow shall have married said soldier or sailor
at least six years prior to the death of her husband soldier or husband
sallor, and regardless of whether the death of said soldier or sallor
shall have occurred before or may occur after the passage of this act:

And provided further, That no widow of a soldier or sailor, who shall
become such widow after the passage of this act, shall be entitled to a
nsion under the provislons of section 2 of this act, unless she shall
ave attaiped the age of 50 years at the time of the death of her
soldler or sailor husband.

I believe that when the injustice of the present widows' pen-
sion law is brought forcibly to the attention of this House, that
some provision for relief will command its sympathies, and the
result will be the passage of remedial legislation similar to that
contained in the bill which I have introduced. I am sure that
if you will but consider it, that its virtues will commend them-
selves to every one of you. The second provision in my new
bill provides a guard against the alleged improper and immoral
practices and impositions which it is sald are sometimes prac-
ticed on the old soldiers and sailors by unscrupulous women.
It contains a provision which automatically provides a pension
for a widow who shall have resided with her soldier or sailor
husband at least six years before his death. Of course, the pro-
vision of cohabitation with the soldier and the age of the widow
at the time of his death are arbitrary and subject to change
before the passage of the bill as the same may commend them-
selves to the favorable consideration of Congress.

I respectfully invite the careful consideration of this bill by
Members of Congress, and by the old soldiers and sailors, their
wives, and the widows of those deceased. I not only invite your
consideration, but also your assistance in creating a proper in-
terest and demand in this House for its passage or the passage
of some similar bill by this House at its next regular session.
There can be, and there is, no justification for the arbitrary
method which now prevents a widow who has lived 24 years
with her soldier or sailor husband from lawfully obtaining a
pension at the bureau. It is true that it will increase the pen-
sion roll by several millions; but if it is right, and I believe it
is, to continue the policy of pensioning soldiers’ and sallors’
widows, then there can be no excuse, apology, or justification
for the present arbitrary discrimination between widows who
married since June 27, 1880, and those who married before.

Let us do by these widows of Union soldiers and sailors what
we have done in this Congress, within the last six weeks, for
the widows and minor children of officers and enlisted men who
gerved in the War with Spain or in the Philippine Insurrection.
That bill passed this House by a vete of three-quarters of those
voting thereon in favor of it, and it contained a provision that
a pensionable widow shall be one who has married an officer or
enlisted man who served in one of those wars previous to
the passage of that aet. This is as it should be at present,
but it is not as it should be in the future. It should con-
tain a provision similar to that incorporated in the bill which
I have introduced, providing that any widow who shall,
after the passage of such act, marry an officer or enlisted man
who served in such wars, shall be entitled to a pension of $12
per month, providing she has been married to the soldier for
six years or more before his death.

The hardships, cares, and sorrows endured by the widows who
married since June 27, 1890, were and are naturally, on the
average, greater and more severe by reason of the old age, help-
lessness, and inability of their soldier husbands, than were the
hardships of those who married previous to that date. In con-
clusion, permit me to impress upon you that in the matter of
widows’ pensions, as well as in all legisiation, there should be
equal rights to all and special privileges to none.

[Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin addressed the committee. See
Appendix.] :

[Mr. AUSTIN addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr. DAVIS. I now yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Aivey].
Mr. AINEY. Mr. Chairman, I invite the attention of the

membership of this House to some observations which I desire
to submif on the “ Pretentions of Great Britain to territorial
rights in Central America " with respect to its bearing upon the
Panama tolls controversy. I shall discuss it from a historieal
standpoint, having on another oceasion given some attention to
the interpretative features of the Clayton-Bulwer and Hay-
Pauncefote treaties,

So much has been unwisely said, or inaccurately stated con-
cerning the rights of the United States and Great Britain under
the Clayton-Bulwer and Hay-Pauncefote treaties with respect
to the Panama Canal, that a consideration of the underlying
facts from which a proper conclusion may be based may well
arrest public attention.

In his remarkable and able address before the United States
Senate on January 21, 1913, Senator Iloor advanced his major
premise for the British position on the tolls question, the in-
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ducement or consideration for the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, as
follows:

Further than that, Great Britain was a Carribbean power, She had
Rermuda and the Bahamas; she had Jamaica and Trinidad; she had
the Windward Islands and the Leeward Islands; she had British
Guiana and British Honduras; she had, moreover, the Mosquito
Coast—a vast stretch of territory npon the eastern shore of Central
Ameriea which included the river San Juan and the valley and harbor
of San Juan de Niearagua or Greytown. All men's minds then were
coneentrated upon the Nicaragua Canal route as they were until after
the treaty of 1901 was made.

And thus when the United States turned ifs attention toward jJoin-

jng those coasts by the canal through the Isthmus it found Great
Britain in ?oanesstnn of the eastern end of the route which men
encrally believed would be the most available route for the canal.
gecordingl . the United States sought a_ treaty with Great Britain
by which éreat Britain should renounee the advantage which she had
and admit the United States to equal participation with her in the
control and the protection of a canal across the lsthmus, From that
came the Clayton-Bulwer treaty.

Senator Roor further said:

Your will observe, Mr. President, that under these provision—of
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty—the Unlted States kﬁl\m up nothing that it
then had. Its obligations were entirely looking to the future, and
Great Britain gave up its rights under the protectorate over the
Mosquito Coast, gave up its rights to what was suﬁposed to be the
eastern terminus of the canal. And, let me say without recurring to
it.again, under this treaty, after much discussion whieh ensued as to
the meaning of its terms, Great Britain did surrender her rights to the

Mosquito Coast.

Surely these are strong statements, which, if supported by
exact history, would give Great Britain an equitable standing
in the Panama controversy of much importance. Senator Roor's
assertions will not in all respects bear the scrutiny of his-
torieal or diplomatic research, and are the more remarkable
when congidered in the light of the fact that the United States
never acquiesced in, but always protested against the fimsy
title which Great Britain set up to a protectorate of the
Mosquito Coast or sovereignty over any portion of Ceniral
America. Coineident with a renewal of interest throughout
the United States in an interoceanic canal caused by the open-
ing of the far West, Great Britain revived her long-abandoned
claim over the Mosqnito Coast. She hroadened the confines of
the Mosquito territory beyond the deseription of any map or
records then extant, so as to include the ancient town of San
Juan de Nicaragua, the eastern terminus of the then proposed
Nicaraguan transoceanic eanal. On January 1, 1848, a British
force expelled the State of Nicaragua, hauled down the Nica-
raguan flag, and raised the Mosquito flag in its place, changing
the name of the town from San Juan de Niearagua to Greytown.

The British establishment at Belize, the seizure of the island
of Ruatan, belonging to Honduras, the encroachment of the
English settlements, the seizure of the Tiger Island, on the
Pacifiec side, were all in violation of Great Britain's treaties
with Spain and in oppesition to the then well-defined terms of
the Monroe doctrine. It led the Government of the United
States to make vigorous protests, for said Mr. Buchanan, while
minister to London :

These proceedl ave birth to serlous apprehension throughout the
United S‘;ates tnﬁs sreut Britaln intended to monopolize for herself
the control over the different routes between the Atlanic and Paclfie,
which, since the acquisition of California, had become of vital im-
portance to the United States. Under this lmpression it was impos-
slble that the Amerlcan Government could any longer remain silent and
acquiescing spectators of what was passing in Central America,

In 1848 Mr. Buchanan, then Secretary of State, gave instrue-
tions to Mr. Hise:

Under the assumed title of protector of the ki om of the Mos-
gu.ltoea, a miserable and degraded and insignificant tribe of Indians, she

oubtless Intends to acguire an absolute dominlon over this vast extent
of seacoast. With what little reason she advances this pretension
appears from the convention between Great Britain and Spaln signed at
London on the 14th of July, 1786.

Whatever may have been the basis of Great Britain’s claim In
connection with the Mosquito Coast or of other portions of Cen-
tral America, it Is unnecessary to go back of 1783. After a long
period of strife, the terms of settlement with Spain were incor-
porated in the treaty of 1783 and the treaty of 1786, under
which Great Britain abandoned to Spain all claim of sovereignty
over this territory.

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. AINEY. Yes.

Mr. POST. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that Senator
Roor's contention was right to this extent, that at the time of
the ratification of the Clayion-Bulwer treaty Great Britain had
rights which she claimed in the Mosqguito Coast, and in order to
get rid of those rights it was necessary to enter into an agree-
ment with Great Britain.

Mr. AINEY. Ab, the gentleman has failed to read with dis-
erimination the diplomatie correspondence between this country
and Great Britain. That treaty was entered into for the pur-
pose of getting rid of Great Britain’s flimsy pretension to such

rights, but not in recognition of them. For many years prior to
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty this country voiced protest after pro-
test against Great Britain’s violations of the Monroe doctrine
and violation of her {reaties made with the Government of
Spaip, under which she had abrogated all claims to territorial
rights in Cenfral America. ;

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska.

Mr. AINEY. Yes

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Can the gentleman from Penn-«
sylvania specify any considerations with which Great Britain
parted for the making of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty? When
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was dene away with, were not the
two couniries placed in statu quo, preecisely as if there had
never been any treaty before? And then, with what considera-
tion did Great Britain part for the terms of the Hay-Pauncefote
treaty?

Mr. AINEY. I think that as I progress I shall fully an-
swer the gentleman. I maintain in this statement that Great
Britain had no rights in Central America or in the Mosquito
Coast. Because she had no rights, there was no basis for the
argument which the distinguished Senator advanced with
respect to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. AINEY. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I should like to make this
suggestion fo the gentleman, that under the treaty that we had
with Colombia in 1846, giving us the right to construct a canal
across the Isthmus at Panama, how could Great Britain have
lost anything by our carrying out that agreement, when we had
a treaty with Colombia prior to the time that we executed the
Hay-Pauncefote treaty, which did not apply at all to Panama?

Mr. AINEY. I think the gentleman’s suggestion is a very
excellent one, but I trust that I shall not be led aside from the
purpose of my remarks, which I propose to confine to the his-
tory of the claims of Great Britain to territorial rights in
Central Ameriea and to the Mosquito Coast, and to show that
Great Britain had by treaties and acts of Parliament long prior
to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty abrogated all such claims.

Let me again call your attention to the fact that in 1783
Great Britain entered into a treaty with Spain, under article 4,
of which she stipulated that with the exception of the territory
between the river Belize and the Rio Hondo, within which per-
mission was granted to British subjects to cut logwood—

All English who may be dispersed in any part of the Spanish con-
tinent (* continenté Eﬂpale’) or in any of the islands whatsoever
dependent on the aforesaid Spanish Government, and for whatscever
reason it might be, without exception, shall retire within the distriet
above ribed in the space of gs months from the exchange of the
ratifications,

The treaty further provided that the permission to cut log-
wood “shall not be considered as derogating in any wise from
his [Spanish Majesty’s] right of sovereignty ” over this logwood
district, and it stipulated moreover that—
it any fortification should have been actually heretofore erected within
the its marked out, his Britannie Majesty shall cause them all to
Bg n;lemollshed, and he will order his jects mot to build any new

Notwithstanding the very plain terms of this treaty Great
Britain questioned whether the Mosquito Coast was included.
This led to the itreaty of 1786, where even that guibble was
settled. It provided:

His Britannic Majesty's subjects and the other colonists who have

heretofore enjoyed the protection of England shall evacuate the country
of the Mosquito ag well as the continent in general and the islands adja-
cent, without exception, situate beyond the new limits preseribed Ly the
convention within which British subjects were to be permitted to cut not
ounly logwood but mahogany and all other wood—
and the Belize or logwood district was therein—
indisputably acknowledged to belong of right to the Crown of Spain.
* With this treaty there passed every semblance of legitimacy
to Great Britain's claim to =overeignty on the Mosquito Coast
or in Central America. A bare limited logging right without
sovereignty was reserved to some of her citizens in Belize.

How did Great Britain again acquire her right to the Mos-
quito Coast and to British Honduras (Belize), which Senator
Roor says she surrendered under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty in
order that the United States might be admitted to equal par-
ticipation with her (England) in the control and protection of
the eanal across the Isthmus?

By the treaty of Amiens (1801) Great Britain acquired the
Island of Trinidad, South America, from Spain, but nothing
more; nor did she acquire any Central American rights under
the treaties of 1809 and 1814,

By act of Parliament (57 and 59 Geo. ITT) it was acknowl-
edged that the British settlement at Belize was '““not within
the territory and dominion of His Majesty,” but was merely

Will the gentleman yield?
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“a settlement for certain purpeses in the possession and under
the protection of His Majesty.”

Mr. Marcy, Secretary of State, in his letter to Mr. Dallas
July 26, 18566, summarizes the whole matter:

Great Britain had not at the time of the convention of April 19
1850 (the Clayton-Bulwer treaty), any rightful possessions in Centra
America save only the usufructnary settlement at the Belize.

Two objects were sought to be accomplished by the Clayton-
Bulwer treaty, 1850; one, the abandonment by Great Britain
of her never admitted claim of right to the Mosquito and other
Central American territory, and the other, the certainty of a
speedily buflt canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific.

In 1848 California was acquired, but the Pacific coast was
almost unknown and uncharted. The population of the United
States was 23,000,000; our transcontinental railroads were yet
unrealized ; the demand was urgent for an Isthmian Canal. The
United States could not then unaided undertake the construe-
tion of such an engineering project. England could provide the
menns; the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was entered into, with many
assurances that British capital would be immediately offered.

England’s unwarranted claim to the port and territory which
controlled the Atlantic entrcnce to the proposed Nicaraguan
route had been followed by her seizure of Tiger Island on the
Pacific side. Thus Great Britain had attempted to bottle either
end of the proposed canal. TUnder the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, if
plain language conveys meaning, her absurd contention to ter-
ritorial rights on the Mosquito Coast was again abandoned.

JArticle 1 of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was intended to sus-
tain the American contention against ‘he British territorial as-
sumption in the Mosquito or other Central American country,
The material portion, here italicized for emphasis, reads as fol-
lows:

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain hereby de-
clare that neither the one nor the other will occupy, or fortify, or

colonize, or essume, or erercise any dominion over Nicaragua, Costa
Rica, the Mosquito Coast, or any part of Central America; nor will
either make use of any protection which either affords or may afford,
or any alHance which either has or may have to or with any State or
fenplr. for the purpose of erecting or maintaining any such fortifica-
{fons, or of occupping, fortifying, or colonizing Nicaragua, Costa Rica,
the Mosquito Coast, or any part of Central America, or of assuming or
cxerciging dominion over the same.

Senator Iloor says of this treaty, “affer much discussion
which ensued as to the meaning of its terms, Great Britain did
surrender her rights to the Mosquito Coast.”

Great Britain recognized that she had no rights in Central
America or in Belize by an act of Parliament during the
reign of George III, wherein it was acknowledged that the
British settlement at Belize was “ not within the territory and
dominion of His Majesty,” but was merely “a settlement for
certain purposes in the possession and under the protection of
His Majesty.”

So the Clayton-Bulwer treaxty was entered into, the purpose
of it being, as set forth in the diplomatic correspondence, to
settle favorably to our contention the claim which Great Britain
had without the slightest foundation set up in violation of her
solemn treaties and undertakings. This was the primary object
of the treaty, and to build the canal across the Isthmus or
across Central America was secondary.

Mr. Chairman, this is Driefly the diplomatie history leading
up to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Under it Great Britain, as she
had ignored her treaties with Spain in 1783 and 1786, continued
to exercise control in Central America and the Mosquito Coast.
Finding from time to time technical grounds to avoid her obliga-
tions she never actually abandoned her possession until after
the Iay-Pauncefote treaty, notwithstanding she had stipulated
80 1o do. Under a claim of a protectorate over the Mosquito
Coast, differentiating between the langnage “ sovereignty " and
“ protectorate,’” she kept her hands on the territory which
under several treaties and under an act of Parlinment she had
gpecifically admitted was not hers, -

Senator Roor says of this {reaty:

After much discussion, which ensued as to the meaning of its terms,
Great Dritain did surrender her rights to the Mosquito Coast,

It is difficult for the ordinary mind to conjure up a dispute
as to the meaning of the treaty words under which the United
States and Great Britain agreed ‘‘ not to colonize or assume or
exercise any jurisdiction over Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mos-
quito Coast, or any part of Central America.”

Notwithstanding this explicit language, the ingenuity of
British diplomacy did conjure up an excuse for a continuance
alnd enlargement of her Central American territorial conten-
tions,

She attempted to differentiate between sovereignty and pro-
tectorship in the Mosquito territory, and she broadened her
logging camp in Belize, which by treaty stipulation was limited
in extent, and specifically without sovereignty, into a colony
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which territorially covered an area as large as three of the
smaller States of the Union.

By diplomatic representations and protests the American Gov-
ernment confronted Great Britain with the proposition that
there could be no protectorate where there was not an under-
Iying sovereignty; that an ignorant band of Indians, whatever
their possessive rights to the land might be, could not exercise
any rights of sovereignty over the same, and that the express
terms of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty were being violated by her.

The lundicrous character of this so-called sovereignty is dis-
closed in an article reprinted in Churchill's Voyage: it shows
that the regal dignity was acquired by the *“king” of the
Mosquitos by the gift of a crown and commigsion: the erown
was an old cocked bat and the commission a waggish document
that he should kindly use and release such straggling English-
men as should choose to come that way with plantain, fish,
and so forth.

Upon this foundation Lord Palmerston answered the Ameri-
can protest against the violation of the Monrce doctrine by
ltgt(;rmiug Mr. Lawrence, American minister at London in 1848,

nl—

a close political connection had existed between the Crown of Great

Britain and the State and Territory of Mosquito for a period of two
centuries.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10 minutes
more,

Mr. SLOAN. Mr., Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. AINEY. Certainly.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman
whether he has examined the message of the President of the
United States with especial reference to the arguments that are
now being submitted in the other legislative branch of this
Government with a purpose of discovering whether there has
not been an entire shift of reasoning for the removal of the
exemption of tolls. On that point I desire to eall his attention
to a statement in the President’s address which is as follows,
referring to that exemption:

And is, moreover, in plain contravention of the treaty with Great
Britain concerning the canal concluded on November 18, 1901,

On May 5, in the ather branch of this Congress, I find in the

REcorp, on page 8389, the words of the chairman of the Com-

mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, Senator StToNE, who
is presumed from his position to he better acquainted with all
matters of foreign relations than any other Member of either
branch of Congress, in which he says:

I was fully convinced In my own mind that the United States had a
right under the very terms of the treaty itself, and without violating
elther the letter or the splrit of that convention, to allow our coastwise
vessels to pass through the canal free of tolls.

Has the gentleman compared those two statements for the
purpose of reconciling them? -

Mr. AINEY., Mr, Chairman, I will say to the gentleman—if
that is intended as an inquiry to me—that I have not; I long
since discovered that I had not sufficient agility of mind or
body to follow the quick changes which overnight oceur in the
administration’s pesition. Some time ago I read the platform
of the Democratic Party with a good deal of interest. It is
not now recognizable as such. I lhave attempted once or twice
to reconcile it with the statements of the gentlemen elecied on
that platform made on the floor of the House, but I grew tired;
and so if the gentleman himself has any explanation I hope he
will make it in his own time. As far as I am concerned, I
would as soon attempt to “ untangle the intangible.” '

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to eall the gentle-
man’s attention to two other statements.

Mr. AINEY. Very well.

My, SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman's attention
further, apropos to the discussion of this treaty, to the state-
ment of the President:

Whatever may be our own differences of opinlon concerning this
much-debated matter, its meaning is not debated ontside the E’ulted
States. Everywhere else the language of the treaty is given but one
interpretation, and that interpretation precludes the exemption I am
asking you to repeal.

With the gentleman's permission I will eall his attention to a
further statement by the chairman of the Foreign Relations
Committee in the other body of the National Congress, in which
he says: -

True it is that in the conrse of the ﬂresent debate some Senators
and Representatives have declared that the exemption provision of the
law of 1912 should be repealed because in their opinion it is in conflict
with the Hay-Pauncefote treaty ana that its enactment did in some
sense involve the good faith and honor of this Nation. But that is
being said here in. Congress and In American and forelgn newspspers,
and not by foreilgn Governments. As to that contentlon, by whemso:
ever made, I absolutely dissent, for I still believe that the act of 1912
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nsserted no right to which we are not lawfully entitled within the very
terms of the treaty. No foreign Government is now asking us to re-
peal this law ; no foreign Government has filed or presented any protest
gince its enactment.

Mr. AINEY. Mr. Chairman, it rather strikes me that there
is no parallel, except in the fact that Great Britain has made
no less than eight treaties affecting her Central American
claims, and in each instance attempted to interpret them against
their plain language. :

Mr, Marcy, Secretary of State in 1853, thus characterizes
Great Britain's violation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty:

The protectorate which Great Britain has assumed over the Mosquito
Indians is a most palpable infringement of her treaties with Spain,
and the authority w lc]ga she is there exercising under pretense of this

rotectorate is in derogation of the Buverelfn rights of several of the
entral American States, and contrary to the manifest spirit and in-
tentlon of the treaty of April 19, 1850, with the United States,

Though ostensibly the direct object of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty
was to guarantee the free and common usé of the contemplated ship
canal across the Isthmus, there were other and highly important objects
sought to be accomplished by the convention. The stipulation regarded
most of all by the United States is that for discontinuing the use of
her assumed protectorate of the Mosquito Indians. It was the inten-
tion, as it is obviously the import of the treaty of April 19, 1850, to
place Great Britaln under an obligation to cease her interposition in
the affalrs of Central America and to confine herself to her limited
rights in the Belize, She has by this treaty of 18350 obligated herself
not to occupy or colonize any part of Central America or to exercise
any dominion thereln. Notwithstanding these stipulations, she still
asserts the right to hold possession of and to exercise control over
large districts of that country and important islands In the bay of
Honduras, the unguestionable appendages of the Central American
States. This jurisgictlu}n is not I%ss mischievous in its effects nor less
ohjectionable fo us, because it Is covertly exercised, partly at least, in
the name of a miserable tribe of Indians, who have in reality no iti-
cal organizations, no actual government, not even the semblance of one,
except that which is created by British authority and upheld by British
power.

In his third annual message to Congress, in 1855, President

Pierce voiced a resolute and robust protest against Great Brit-
ain’s persistent violation of the treaty.
_ President Buchanan in his fourth annual message to Con-
gress announced that “Her Britannic Majesty concluded a
treaty with Honduras on the 28th of November, 1859, and with
Nicaragua on the 28th day of August, 1860, relinquishing the
Mosquito protectorate.” Great Britain recognized by that
treaty as belonging ““ to and under the sovereignty of Nicaragua
the country hitherto occupied by the Mosquito Indians within
the frontiers of the Republic; that a certain designated district
should be assigned to these Indians, but that it should remain
under the sovereignty of Nicaragua and should not be ceded by
the Indians to any foreign Province or State, and that the Brit-
ish protectorate should cease thiree months after the exchange
of ratification.” Great Britain executed a treaty with Guate-
midla defining the boundaries of Belize in 1859.

The expressions of satisfaction by President Buchanan at this
solution of the controversy were premature. They were based
upon the assumption that Great Britain had ceased to exercise
any influence whatever over the Mosquito Coast. These treaties
had as little effect upon British pretensions as did the treaties
with Spain and with the United States. Nicaragua protested
against the violation, and finally, in 1880, agreed with Great
Britain to submit the questions at issue, including “ the degree
of influence Great Britain was entitled to exercise over the
Mosguito Coast,” to the arbitrament of the Emperor of Austria,
His decision sustained Nicaragna's claim of sovereignty, but,
strange to say, imposed limitation on its exercise whereby Brit-
ish influence remained. ]

The treaties with Nicaragua, Honduras, and Guatemala were
made because of the feeling engendered in the United States
at the persistent violation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which
had been entered into on the part of the American Government
in the hope that it settled forever the pretension of Great
Britain to territorial rights in Central America.

The Clayton-Bulwer treaty proved a keen disappointment to
the American people. It was a source of annoying and inef-
fective diplomatic correspondence.

In spite of its terms the British Government econtinued to
claim a protectorate over the Mosquito Coast and did not cease
to occupy Bay Islands and the Belize.

With the completion of the Suez Canal, which gave England
a short route to India, her interest in the opening of the Isth-
mian Canal waned. It was apparent that Great Britain did not
intend to give financial support to the projeet as contemplated.

A half century had elapsed since the convention was signed,
marked by marvelous development on this side of the Atlantic.
What was impossible in 1850 was comparatively easy in 1900.
The population of the United States increased to 76,000,000: the
material resources had advanced accordingly. Public sentiment
crystallized around the statement, “An Ameriean canal on
American soil under American control.”

LI—528

The negotiations which led to the abrogation of the Clayton-
Bulwer treaty and the execution of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty
in 1901 are interesting. It was clearly shown to Great Britain
that the American Government had every reason to consider the
older treaty abrogated, both because of violation of its terms
and by changed conditions. It stoed in the way of the con-
struction of the canal.

After years of negotiations it was “ superseded " by the Hay-
Pauncefote treaty of 1801, but under it the ever-recurrent
“right of Great Britain in Central American affairs” out of
merest shadow again appears. [Applause.]

By unanimous consent, leave was granted fo Mr. BUCHANAN
of Illinois and to Mr. THAcHER to extend their remarks in the
RECoRD.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield eight minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GorMAN].

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I want to take such time as the chairman of the com-
mittee could spare me to bring to the attention of the House my
reasons for introducing the bill which I filed this afternoon, and
I had hoped that there would be a large number of the Mem-
bers presenf to hear my suggestions, but in the absence of
many of the Members I am going to submit my suggestions for
the benefit of the few who are present and this great assembly
of vacant seats, hoping that those who read the Recorp may
understand some of the reasons that prompt me to act in the
matter, )

During the consideration of a bill before the Committee of
the District of Columbia a few days ago, the bill which was
introduced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CArLiN] pro-
viding for an increase in the wages of certain employees of the
Government of the United States in the District of Columbia.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SLOAN. Referring to the gentleman’s suggestion of the
large number of absentees, I trust he will allow it to go into
the Recorp that the minority is furnishing about three times as
many Members to listen to what the gentleman has to say as
the majority.

Mr. GORMAN. I am glad the gentleman refers to that fact,
because——

Mr. BARTLETT. There are only 10 Members on t..at side of
the House.

Mr. GORMAN (continuing). Because the majority are doing
the courteous thing to-day in meeting that great army of noble
women who are here to present their petition to the Congress
of the United States [applause], asking that they may have
what I believe every citizen of the United States ought to have,
without regard to distinction of sex, the right of sufirage. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr., SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield again?

Mr. GORMAN. And in further answer, I might say to the
gentleman I desired to submit some suggestions in reference to
my bill, or I, too, would be among that great number who are
greeting the women who come here from all parts of the coun-
try to present their petition.

Mr. SLOAN. What excuse is the genfleman going to give
for keeping us here with his eloquence and preventing us see-
ing the ladies’ parade? ;

Mr, GORMAY. The gentleman is not being detained by my
eloquence from meeting the ladies; probably because ladies do
not vote in hig State, therefore he is not concerned abont them.
But, Mr, Chairman, when interrupted I was about to direct
the attention of the committee to this fact: There are a great
many men employed here in Washington in the service of the
Government of the United States and also in the District gov-
ernment, and they have been so employed, many of them at
least, about 30 years, at the insignificant salary of $50 a month,
and the bill which I presented is designed to give the men so
employed an increase of salary; not certain, particular men,
but all men employed by the Federal Government and by the
District of Columbia who are classed as skilled or unskilled
laborers. I am prompted to iniroduce this bill becanse of cer-
tain incidents which occurred in the committee room of the
District of Columbia. When the bill H. R. 7380 was before the
subcommittee of the District Committee a man who represe-ited
himself as a lawyer stated he was interested in lobbying for
that bill and that he had charged the men whose wages the
bill is designed to increase a certain fixed fee, and expected to
charge them a contingent fee of 20 per cent of the increase
which they would receive if the bill became a law during the
first year after the increase was granted. A few months ago
a hearing before the Committee of the District of Columbia
developed this state of facts: A number of men employed by the
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District of Columbia receiving $55 a month, I believe it was,
had their wages increased by an act passed in the Sixty-second
Congress, and a man representing himself as a lawyer or lobbyist
had charged these men the enormous sum of $4,000 for alleged
gervices in getting the bill through the House and Senate.

A number of years ago, about 18 years ago, I think it was, I
was employed in the Government Printing Office. A number
of men in that office at that time were seeking an increase in
wages, and rumor had it that these men had raised a fund of
$5,000 to get this increase through Congress, and it was my
impression then, based upon my inexperience and lack of knowl-
edge and the rumors then in cireulation, that the money had to
be paid to some Members of Congress. My recollection of this
rumor of 18 years ago was revived when the statement was
made before the District Committee by one of the men whose
wages had been increased by the action of the Sixty-second
Congress, while testifying before the District of Columbia Com-
mittee, that representations had been made to the men whose
wages were increased that the man who was collecting the
money did not keep it all for himself, but that he had to dis-
tribute it in entertainment of Members of Congress. It is
conduct of this kind, I maintain, on the part of lobbyists—which
js only a polite name for grafter—that tends to bring the House
of Representatives into disrepute, and this House owes it to
itself to take action on matters of that character which. will
forever stop that kind of misrepresentation on the part of lobby-
ists. I would have the employees of the Federal and Distriet
Governiments know that the services of a lobbyist in securing an
inerease of wages through congressional action is not only un-
necessary, but that money paid to lobbyists in that regard is
wasted, and I shall oppose and do all I can, while I am a Mem-
ber of this House, to defeat any legislation providing for an in-
crease in pay to Government employees which is inspired by the
activity of paid lobbyists or in which any lobbyist claims a fee
contingent upon favorable action of Congress. So far as the
employees to whom I have referred are concerned, the Govern-
ment of the United States ought to pay these men, as a matter
of right, better wagea than it is paying.

When there is an appropriation bill before this House for
battleships or for the erection of publie buildings or anything
else that the Government has to do with we invariably hear it said
that the thing to be built or the thing to be done ought to be
built or done in such a way as to be in keeping with the char-
acter and dignity of the Republic, and the Government of the
United States ought to give to the men who work for it wages
that will be in keeping with the character of the work they
do, and enable them to live decently and maintain their families
in respect, and no msan can do this, in my judgment, under
present living conditions, on a wage of $50 a month. 1 know it
is quite fashionable when proposals are made to increase the
salaries of Government employees to ery out against it in the
interests of economy and in defense of the overburdened tax-
payer,-but I do not believe there is a taxpayer in the land
among all onr hundred millions of people who would object to
the Government of the United States paying its Iaborers $65 a
month. I rather think it will be a shock to many good people
to know that the United States pays its laborers and gome of
its mechanics as low a wage as $50 a month. The fact remains,
however, and it was stated under oath before the District of
Columbia Committee, that there are engineers, firemnen, painters,
and other mechanies and laborers employed by the Government
of the United States in the District of Columbia at $50 a month.
The Government employees here in the District of Columbia
ought to be paid better wages than men are paid in private em-
ployment. When they come here to take up a permanent resi-
dence they sacrifice the greatest right of eitizenship, the right
of suffrage.

When we consider the great sacrifice that men and women
have made to secure the right of suffrage and the agitation now
going on for its extension the sacrifice of that right for the
privilege of holding a Government job in Washington can not
be regarded lightly. As I view it, such a sacrifice can not be
compensated for in money. Of course one living in Washington
may retain a legal residence for the purpose of voting in his
State, but if he happens to be a civil-service employee his rights
are restricted beeause politieal activity may be frowned upon as
“ pernicious ” by those higher in authority than the one whose
activity is frowoped upon. Then, too, there is so much red tape
about Government work, such sirict adherence to ancient rules.
so much bowing down to convention; so much deference paid to
“rank”™ and “tenure” that initiative and ambition are soon
gtifled in the atmosphere of official life and Government service
in Washington. While employed in the Government Printing
Office a number of years ago I met many young men in that and
other departments of the Government; men of good education,

bright, active, hopeful, full of energy and ambition. They had
not been here long then and few of them expected to remain
permanently. Some of them have passed away to the great
beyond, but many more are here to-day in the same position
they beld then, working for the same salary and under the same
conditions. I am sure that many of them if they had exerted
the energy they possessed in the service of some private concern
or had gone into business for themselves and worked in their
own interests as faithfully and devotedly as they have done for
Uncle Sam they would to-day be occupying positions of trust and
responsibility in the industrial, commercial, or professional life
of their community, There Is a beauty and charm about Wash-
ington that seems to exercise a subtle influence upon nearly all
who come and remair here. They soon become inoculated with
a virus that is absolutely fatal to initiative and ambition.

If I were asked by a young man or woman in my community
my views as to whether or not they should accept Government
employment here in Washington, my advice would be to stay
upon the farm and enjoy the real liberty that goes with that
life. [Applause.] Or if you must leave the farm, if you must
respond to the call of the city, go into industrial or commercial
pursniits, where you will know the thrill of ambition. Do not
come to Washington. Washington, in my judgment, is the ceme-
tery, the sepulcher, for initiative and ambition. When men say
that Government employees here in Washington are overpaid,
I say they are pot, in view of the sacrifices they make. For
myself, I would rather be out in the world of action, where
things are being done, taking part in the doing of them, con-
tributing my little share in a humble way, even at a small wage,
and be a part of the great world of action, where men grow by
contact with their fellows, than be here in the Government sery-
ice, where men, sooner or later, become inoculated with a virus
that destroys their ambition and renders them as absolutely
helpless and inefficient after a few years for the great struggle
of active life as the hookworm renders inefficlent and helpless
its victims in the South. Many a young man and woman has
come to Washington to get the experience of Government serviee
in the hope that it would help them realize some higher ambi-
tion, and in a few years the only hope they entertain is that they
may be permitted to retain the position they hold. With them
ambition has become stifled. The Government service may have
acquired another human machine to carry out its routine, but
the country has lost a mind and brain and hand that will
never again know the throb of ambition, the restless disposition
to try, to do, and to achieve. But this discussion has gone beyond
the limits of my bill. The men whom I am interested in helping
are the men who now work for small wages for the great big
Government of the United States and for the District of Colum-
bia, men who have no organization and who therefore can not
act in concert, men who must present their plea for an increase
in wages individually, and who, in their helplessness, turn hope-
fully to the charlatan, who takes their money and assures them
he will accomplish that which no one but the Congress of the
United Btates can do; and to make his promise impressive he
indulges in the slander that his fee will be spent, in part at
least, in winning the favorable consideration of Congress by
lavish entertainment. The men who will be benefited by favor-
able action on my bill are the “ underdogs” of the Government
service, the men who render a real service for a ridiculously low
wage.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of the gentleman
from Illinols [Mr, HinesaucH], who has, I think, 10 or 12
minutes——

I'.['he CHATIRMAN. The debate will close at 4 o'clock and 35
minutes,

Mr. DAVIS. T will yield of Mr. HinepaucH'S time two min-
utes to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. BeYaN].

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, now, while the women of the
country are assembled here on the Capitol steps to present their
demand for equal suffrage, I shall read as a part of my remarks
tﬁheﬂrollowing declaration, proclaimed by the women of this

ation:

DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE—I1014.

“ When in the course of human events it becomes necessary for
one half of the people to dissolve the politieal bondage which
has held them subject to the other half of the people, and to
assume the separate and equal station to which the laws of
nature and nature’s God entitle them, a decent respect to the
opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes
which impel them to freedom.

“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men and
women are created equal; that they are endowed by their Cre-
ator with certain inalienable rights; that among these are life,
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liberty, and the pursunit of happiness; that to secure these
rights governments should be instituted among both men and
women, deriving their just powers from the consent of the gov-
erned; that whenever any form of government becomes de-
structive of these ends, it is the right of the people—women
people as well as men people—to alter or abolish it, and to insti-
tute new government, laying its foundation on such principles
and organizing its powers in such form as to them shall seem
most likely to effect the safely and happiness of all the people.
Prudence, indeed, will dictate that governments long established
should not be changed for light and transient eauses, and, ac-
cordingly, all experience has shown that womankind are more
disposed to suffer while evils are sufferable than to right them-
selves by abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed.
But when a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing in-
variably the same object, evinces a design to keep them under
absolute subjection, although they are spiritually and mentally
ready for freedom, it is their right, it is their duty to throw off
such subjection and to provide new guards for their future
security and the security of their children.

“ Such has been the patient endurance of the women of this
country; and such is now the necessity which constrains them to
demand an alteration in the system of government. The history
of our Government is a history of repeated injustice to women
as wives, mothers, and wage earners, and of repeated usurpa-
tion by men, many of them with the avowed object of protecting
women. But the direct result has been the establishment of a
Government which benefits by the knowledge and experience of
only one-half of the people, and which can not fully represent
the interests and the needs of the other half of the people.

“In every stage of these oppressions we have petitioned for
redress in the most humble terms, beginning even before the
Constitution of the United States was adopted. Our repeated
petitions have frequently been answered by ridicule and by re-
peated injustice. We have appealed to the native fairness and
magnanimity of men that they disavow these usnrpations which
inevitably render less dignified, honest, and harmonious the rela-
tions between men and women. Men have too long been deaf to
this voiee of justice and honor, but many are now joining with
us in our refusal to acquiesce longer in this unwarrantable sov-
ereignty over us and over our children.

“We, therefore, the women citizens of the United States of
America, assembled to-day throughout the Nation, appealing
to the Supreme Judge of the World for the rectitude of our in-
tentions, do, in the name and by the authority of the organized
womanhecod of America demanding enfranchisement, solemnly
publish and declare that women ought to be politically free.

“ Here and now, in thig glorious springtime of the year, under
the azure skies of hope, in the sunshine of life and enlighten-
ment, we dedicate ourselves to the great work we have under-
taken, and go forward to victory remembering that in unity
there is strength, and that not even the prejudices of the ages
nor the powers of entrenched political privilege can keep in
continual disfranchisement half of the citizens of our country
when their rights are demanded by the intelligent, patriotic, and
united womanhood of the land.

“ Women of America, this is our country; we have the same
devotions to its institutions as that half of the citizenship that
is permitted to govern it. We love the flag, and it means as
much to us as it does to the men of our Nation. Women have
made, and women will make, as many sacrifices for the honor
and glory of these United States as those of her citizens who
have all the rights and privilege of the suffrage. Given our full
citizenship and allowed to share in the Government, we will be
as jealous of the honor and integrity of our country as we have
been in the past, when in countless ways we have shown our
devotion fo the life of the Nation, to the liberty of its citizens,
and to the happiness of all the people.”

Mr. Chairman, this declaration of the women of the United
States is worthy of inscription in our permanent records, and
I am glad that it is to be so inscribed. I am thankful, Mr.
Chairman, beyond any power I possess to express it, that this
declaration does not even suggest the use of foree or violence
in this land dedicated to equality and equal opportunity. To-
morrow is Mothers' Day and the flag of this Republic will
proudly wave from the dome of our Capitol in testimony of the
foet that we owe the greatest debt of all to womanhood.

That quality which demands of the manhood of this country
the recognition of motherhood will demand that the women of
this country assume that responsibility which citizenship im-
poses, and will impose upon women the duty and give to them
the right to vote as the only effective way for any citizen to reg-
ister his or her will in the enactment of law and to share in
the responsibility of governing our country.

WOMEN voms IN COI:DRADO.

In extension of my remarks T call to the attention of Congress
that the recent proceedings in the State of Colorado afford the
most convincing arguments for equal suffrage that have been
presented during all this struggle of women for their political
rights. The State was born into existence with the awful load
of alien land ownership. Its vast coal and mineral areas from
old Spanish days were subjected to appropriation in large
tracts by a few men. These lands had passed into the hands of
heartless speculators who thought only of the dollars that conld
be dug out of the mines and ground out of the workers and
consumers of coal. Foreign laborers were imported. who wera
not in tune with Colorado laws and ideals, and were placed at
work in the mines.

The soulless interests that owned the mines so manipulated
the politics of the State as to pass much of the political au-
thority into sordid and corrupt hands. The courts were con-
trolled, county officials were owned, by the corporations, and
finally the miners went on a strike., Facing hunger and poverty,
they put their wives and children into tents and established a
tent colony. Officers of the law, by arson, murder, and various
forms of lawlessness, caused many of these women and children
to be burned, shot, or suffocated to death.

Civil war and anarchy ensued. The situation was desperate.
Bloodshed and carnage was the order of the day, and the weak-
ling that was in the governor’s chair was entirely unable to cope
with the situoation.

WOMEN VOIERS TO THE RESCUR,

In this hour of ealamity the women voters of Colorado in
their power and sovereignty as voters, a far greater power in
such an emergency than could be generated by any beautiful
sentiment of motherhood or chivalry, held a mass meeting at
the Colorado Statehouse, and here is what the Colorado papers
have to say about the work of those women. The Denver Post
of April 26 says:

Army of women camp all day at statehouse and com
governor to do hidd[nfé Ammons tries evasion, ﬂemtf.

but is conguered. Determined, they stuck it out un
victorious.

1 writhing
and subterfuge,
their cause was

In another edition the Denver Post says:

Five HuxpRED WoMEN CORNER AMMONS IN CAPITOL—DEMAND STRIKE
EXD—S8QUIRMING GOVERNOR FORCED T0 END His DILATORY TACTICS—
Sexps TELEGRAM TO PRESIDENT, ASEING IF FEDERAL TrOOPS CAN BE
CALLED TO COLORADO, AND WOMEN HoLD ForT WAITING ANSWER.

The spirit of militancy ewept the women of Denver this morning. It
swept a m!§hty mass meeting of 600 women and nearly 200 men gath-
emi to protest against the sorry dilly-dallying of Gov. Ammons, which
‘h:asia le?i to bloodshed and the loss of life in the coal fields of southern

alorado,

** Immediate action and no more delay; no more investigation: no
more discussion,” was the demand of the ple. Nor would they be
put off. Gov. Ammons played for time. e tried to evade the imperi-
ous summons of the meeting to appear before the people and not only
listen to their demands but to take actlon upon them,

But the women would not be put off. They have been patient. They
have waited quietly to no end. This morning th? were aroused to
fever pitch by the news of renewed fighting in the strike district.
Gov. mons literally was forced to appear before them to listen. to
thelr demands for immediate Federal intervention, for the withdrawal
of the State troogs from the fields and the governor's own presence
there, and finally for the arrest of Maj. Hamrock and Lieut. Lﬂzderfelt
and fhe investigation of their conduect.

“ We demand that the governor here and now shall send a telegram
to President Wilson asking for Federal ald,” declared Mrs. Robert W.
Steele, who headed the mass meeting. *“ Then a committee of our own
women will at once send off that telegram, Nothing less will satisfy ns.”

DEMAND THAT GOVERNOR ASE FOR FEDERAL AID,

Again the governor played for time. He Insisted that he had re-
celved word from Congressman TaoYLor that the President refused to
grant aild, He was lnternigted by Mrs, Steele.

*1 have authority for the statement that the telegram which has
been given out is not correct,” she declared. “The telegram which
really was sent stated that the matter had been seriousl{ considered
by the President and his Cabinet, but no action could be taken unless
the governor himself asked for aid.”

Gov. Ammons protested that he could not * affront the President”
by asking for aid unless he was assured that the flrst telegram was
incorrect. He begged the women to adjourn and give him an oppor-
tunity to ascertain which was correct.

AMMONS’S PLEA DROWNED WITH HISSES OF WOMEN.

His plea was drowned with shouts and hisses, *““No, no!” cried
the women. ““We're going to stay here until we get what we want.”

“How could a demand for Federal ald be an affront to the Presi-
dent if he is so anxious to help us?" asked Mrs. Steele in qulet dignity.

The governor openly squirmed and finally agreed to at once send h
message to Washington asking which telegram was correct.

“And we'll walt here until you give us an answer,” shouted the
women as he hurrled off, with a bodygunard of Lieut. Gov. Fitzgarrald
and two plain-clothes men from the police department, Peter Carr and
P. J. O'Connor.

Long before 10 o'clock, the hour set for the gathering of the women
to lprotest against the dilatory policy of Gov. Ammons, which they
declare is directly responsible for the Ludlow massacre as well as the
later fighting, women began to assemble in the rotunda of the capitol.




8382

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 9,

.
WOMEN FREOM THE HILL MINGLE WITH WOREKERS.

There were women from eapltol hill, women from business offices,
wives of laborers and workingmen. If was a representative crowd,
and from the lips of all the women came determined words.

This once they would assert thelr power as cltizens and voters to the
fullest extent. Women and children had lost thelr lives In the strike
district. And it was the sons and brothers and husbands of these
women who had been sent down to Ludlow to bring about peace at
the risk of their lives. ;

By 10 o'clock the halls of the eapl*ol were crowded, with the lead-
ers standing In the rotunda of the bullding. Promptly at the hour
Mrs. Robert W, Steele, chosen at the mass meeting on Thursday to hea
the demonstration, and Mrs. Alma Lafferty, president of the Woman's
Pence Organization, which first called the meeting, stepped to the head
of (e ranks of women.

" IIERE TO DEMAND END OF CIVIL WAR” SAYS LEADER.

‘“ Women of Denver,” cried Mrs. Lafferty, **we are gathered here
to-day on very serious business, We are not here to take sides in this
terrible trouble between the strikers and the operators. But we are
kere to demand of the (}uvernor that he at once take steps to bri
this civil war to an end. We are not accusing anyone, but we wan
sction at once, and let us stay here until we get it.

“We're going to stay,” shouted the women, cheering and waving
their hendkerchiefs.

- 1 ask you to be gniet and dignified In presenting these demands,”
urged Mrs. Lafferty. “ We want to act with credit to all the women
of the State. Let us go forward with the quietness of despair.” '

Headed by Mrs. Steele, the women marched toward the governor's
office. At the door they were stopped by Jacksom, governor’s
messenger,

“The governor asks D‘gou to go to the chamber of representatives,”
they were told. *All you can't get in here.”

FORCE PROMIBE THAT THE GOVERNOR WILL APPEAR,

“ Yill the governor come up there?" asked the women, and not nntil
they were assured that he would come before them would they leave
the office, which was literally besieged.

Once gathered in the house of representatives, the women opened
their meeting with the singing of “America.” There were tears in the
eyes of many of them, and the word was passed from lip to lip, “ Re-
member the women and ¢ n who died at Ludlow.”

* I will appoint a committee of women to wait upon the governor and
demand his presence,” announced Mrs. Lafferty. * Will Mrs. Herlinger,
AMrs, Stuart D. Walling, Mre. Evangeline Hearts, and Mrs. J. J. Ryan
inform him that we are waiting for him?’'

As the committee withdrew someone started singing the “ Battle
Hymn of the Republic,”” and in a few minutes the chamber was ringing
with the martinl song.

AMMONS GETS GUARD BEFORE GOING TO MEET.

For half an hour Ammons kept the women walting while he sent for
Chief O'Neill, two plain clothes men, and several traffic policemen to
guard him and to prescrve order.

“ Why are these men allowed to enter the governor’s chambers and
confer with him when we are waiting?”' the women demanded.

“ Why, they're officers of the law,"” spoke up some one, ** and, besides,
the governor is talking with D. W. Brown on the telephone and con-
siders that more important than eonferring with the women.”

Finally the commlittee of women were asmltted‘ The governor was
seated aghia desk with Fitzgarrald by his side and the two policemen on

ril.

B Gov. Ammons,” sald Mrs. Roblnson, * we are here simply to escort
ou to the ehamber above and to ask your Immediate presence there.
he women wish to present some resolutions to you.”

The governor cleared his throat, then asked if the committec could
not present the resolutions. * 1 have Important matters to attend to,
ladies,” he said. *“ I have just received word that there 1s fighting
going on at three mines down in the strike distriect. The attorney for
the mine workers is waiting to confer with me. Thers are steps which
must be taken immediately to prevent loss of life. I have no time to
listen to resolutions.”

WOMEN HOLD COVERNOR TO PROMISE TO APFEAR.

“ We, too, represent those who are desirous of geventlns loss of
Ife,” he was told. * Gov. Ammons, as the State’s chief executive you
owe it to the women of Colorado to ap before them. We are here
to help you, but we were assured before retiring upstairs that you
would appear at the meeting.”

“G God, there's firing going on down there,” cried Fitzgarrald,
'a\'ing‘ his hands. * The governor will come to you when the firlng
censes,”

* 1 have just until noon to arrange these important matters,” pleaded
the governor. * Can't you wait until then?’

“YWe will keep you only five minutes,” jnsisted the women, and with
a hopeless wave of the hand the governor finally assented.

He was then escorted to the house of representativ still accom:-
panied by Fitzgarrald and the detectives, with the women following him.
As they entered the house all the women arose and shouted, then sat
down quietly at a signal from Mrs. Lafl £

“ Gov. Ammons and women of Denver,” she sald, “ we have come hero
on a peaceful mission. We are not here to take sides In this matter of
the strike, but to demand that this dreadful warfare In southern Colo-
rado cease at once. I am pleased to introduce to you Mrs. Robert W.
Bteele, who will present our demands to the governor.”

MRS. STEELE 1S CHEERED AS SHE CONFRONTS HIM.

The women arose and waved thelr handkerchiefs and cheered as Mra,
Bteele came forward.

“In the name of humanity and of the women of the Btate of Colo-
rado and the city of Denver, I present to you these resolutions, Gov,
Ammo adopted at the meeting of the Women's Peace Association on
Mouday,” she sald. * We request that yoo act upon them at once:

* ‘Regolved, That we demand the immediate intervention of the
United Btates troops in the strike district; that we demand the imme-
diate withdrawal of the State troops from the fleld and the immediate
presence of the governor in that district, in order that he may, as chief
exccutive of the State, bring about peace in that district; and that we
demand the arrest of Maj. Hamrock and Lieut, Linderfelt, and that
they be brought to Denver so that thelr conduct may be investigated.’

“Gov. Ammons, I am assured that a from Congressman
Taylor which was given out and printed in our newspapers all over
;’horilit.ata a few days ago was not the correct telegram which was sent

y him,

GDE'IIE(.'I; TELEGRAM HELD BACK, SAYS MRS, STEPLE,

*“The first telegram stated that the congressional delegation had
called upon President Wilson and the Cabinet and that Federal aid
was considered out of the question, The second telegram, which I am
assured was the true one, stated that the matter had been taken up by
President Wilson and his Cabinet, that they had spend much time in
serlous consideration of it, but that nothing could be done unless Gov.
Ammons requested aid.

* We therefore ask, Gov. Ammons, that you here and now write ont
a message to Wilson, asking for ald, and that Mprs, LafTerty then a[i:A
g:ril:tatoa lFﬂm.l]litt.eﬁ of wemen to see that the telegram Immediately is

WOMEN SIIOUT AS BLANE IS HAXDED TO GOVERNOR.

The house falrly shook with applause and deafening shoufs as Mrs.

Steele finished and handed a telegram blank to the govermor. Mrs.

erty stepped forward, asking if she might appoint a commltice, but
the governor shook his head and stood up.

“ Ladles,” he said, " while in Washington I took up the matter of
Federal intervention with the President. It wasn't the first time.
Early last winter, when affairs here reached a crisls, I made inguiries
as to the possibility of intervention in case the Btate should be unable
to.}'mndle the situation, and was given very dlscouraglng reports.

When I left for Washington a week ago Tuesday 1 went in the
fullest eonfidence that there would be no more trouble in the strike dis-
trict. By the time I had reached there the Mexican situation was very
acute. resident Wilson and the Cabinet were engrossed in the con-
sideration of it.

“Then I got word of the trouble here. Not until last Tuesday ni%ht
did I get anything very definite. At that time I could not sce the
President, but took up with the members of the investigating committee
sent out here from Congress, and also with our own congressional dele-
gation, the matter of intervention.

ATTEMPT TO PUT OFF WOMEN HISSED DOWXN.

“When fhe situation became so acute I left for Denver.
road I received a telegram stntlng that the
from this State had interviewed the President and that there was no
hoge of Federal intervention. That is the telegram which was given
on If I was not correct, I want to know it. Before !nii any fur-
ther I would like to telegraph to Washington and find out what is
correct. It will take only a few hours, and If you will adjourn until
to-morrow morning "

The governor was not given an opportunity to ecomplete his sentence,
which was drowned out by the shouts of protestation.

“We're going to ?ay right here,” cried the women.

The governor looked around helplessly, then spoke again,

“1 was assured when I eame up here that you were to help me,” he
said. “ God knows I need belp. I don't need an g elge. I have
used what little ability I have to serve this State and to bring about
an adjustment In this matter.

WANTS COMMITTEE TO GET FACTS IN CASE, HE SAYS.

“ T have had only a few hours to get in touch with the situation. 1
am trying to organize a committee, headed by the chief justice of the
State, to go down BSouth and make invest nd out what
are the facts in the case. he facts, then we can act,
and no one will demand a more speedy punishment of the gullty
if they are found than I will

“1 dldn't to bed last night until 2 o'clock, when I tried to get n
little sleep. g)ut I counldn’t sleep at all, and got up at 5. Since I went
into office I have spent on an average of 16 hours a day at my desk.
And I am willing to spend evel our of every day of the comi
weeks in the effort to adjust this matter without further bloodshed.
Until you give me a good chance, I ask you as .Iood citizens to give me
your help and support. Give me an opportun tgé an opportunity. I
can't do anything unless I have public sentiment back of me.”

WOMEN SING AS THEY WAIT ANSWER TO TELEGRAM.

The women, while refusing to adjourn, consented to walt until the
governor could send off his telegram. ey spent several hours singing
songs and listening to the speeches of women who had been down in
the strike district.

Here is the report as it appeared in the Rocky Mountain News
and Times of April 26:

DETERMINATION OF MoTHERS, WIVES, AND DAUGHTERS DRINGS APPEAL
oF Goverxor To Brop KILLING BTRIKERS,

(By Mildred Morris.)

A gllent army of 1,000 women marched to the house chamber of the
capitol yesterday morning. In its ranks were women with babes in
arms, w{:xwhaiud women whose eyes were dimmed by age, working
women, women from Capitol Hill, women of all classes and of all ages.

The army summoned the governor of the State to come before [t.
The governor came. It demanded that be send a telegram to Washing-
ton. The telegram was sent. It demanded that he appeal to Wash-
fngton for Federal troops. The appeal was made.

GOVERNOR OBEYS ORDERS.

Never was there anytbing like it. These women who ordered the
8tate’s chief executive to do their bidding and were obeyed accom-
lished a great thing, and accomplished it In gerlec_t peace and dignity,
ere were no threats, mo hisses, no jeers. It was an assemblage that
gave equal suffrage a new meaning.

The women who came belleved they had a solemn duty to perform
and they did not go nwaf until they had performed ft. ever were
there women more deadly in earnest, more grimly determined.

WAIT ALL DAY FOR REPLY,

They stayed, most of them, from 10 o'clock In the morning until 4
o'clock in the aftermoon waiting for an answer to the governor's first
telegram to the President. They sent word down to the executive office
that those who could would remain at their posts until the gathering’s
demands were granted; It mattering not whether they were made to
wait all night or all week, they would wait and keep sending their
committee with their commands.

There was no impatience. While t.he%kept their vigil they sang ‘" The
Battle Hymn of the Republie,” * John Brown's Body,” * Onward, Chris-
tian Soldlers,” and * Nearer, My God, to Thee.”

At 6 o'clock there were still watching women left—150 of them.
They were weary, but still grimly determined, women.

Women, we are making history,” said Dora Phelps Buell in ringing
tones. ‘* Btay on.”

On the
co ional delegation

ations and
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“ We will,” they cried back.
There was a call for volunteers to keep * the watch fires burning all
night ” If necessary. All 150 women rose to volumteer,
“YWe will all stay,” they cried. *“ We will wait until the governor
does our bidding.”
CHEERS FOLLOW VICTORY.

When their committee came with a message from the governor that
he was drafting an appeal for Federal troops they sprang to their feet
and made such a demonstration as their tired volces would permit, and
then sang ** Pralse God from Whom All Blessings Flow.”

*“Our work is not yet done,” sald Mrs. Alma Lafferty. “ Women, we
must walt until we see the draft of the appeal and know that it is sent.
Will you waft?"” }

“We will,"” came back in chorus.

And they did. Not a woman among them left the statehouse until
that appeal was sent,

CONSTANT WATCH KEPT.

In the governor's office waited the committee delegated by the women
to earry its commands to the chief executive—its members, Mrs. Robert
W. Bteele, widow of the late chief {usttee of thé supreme court; Mrs.
Alma LafTerty, president of the Women's Peace Association; State
Senator Helen Ring Robinson, Mrs. Stuart Walling, and Mrs. John
Joseph Ryan., It did not relax its vigil for a moment, not even to eat.
It lonched on sandwiches and dined In the governor's anteoffice on
oranges and bananas, When the governor returned from his own dinner
he found the committee still on_the job, tired eyed but cheerful. All
day it bad followed him like n Nemesis.

Some of the women who waited upstairs went all day without food,
not a few of whom were gray-haired women., They would not leave
their posts until the draft of the governor’s appeal for Federal inter-
vention had been read to them.

NEW DEMAXDS ARE PLANNKNED.

And when they at last dispersed after a 12 hours’ vigll, tired to death
but trinmphant, the 150 watchers made it known that if the President
refused Federal ald to end the carnage In the southern coal flelds the
army of 1,000 women would return and make new demands,

They wanted a cessatlon of bloodshed In the strike zone, and they
would have 1t. As the mothers of the Btate, they had awakened to
their power and were serving notlce on those elected to serve the Com-
monwealth of Colorado and to remember that there were determined
women who, like sentinels, henceforth would be on guard to protect
human rlghfs and to prevent the murder of men, women, an dren

. In industrial warfare.

COMMITTER IMPRESSES GOVERNOR.

The assembly of women apparently was not taken seriously by Gov.
Ammons until a committee waited on him to summon him before it.

* We bave come, Mr. Governor, to escort you to the house chamber
;{rgﬁiremﬂm women of Denver awalt you,” sald Senator Helen Ring

T 3

“1 am very busy, ladles,” answered the governor, mervously. * You
cn.ﬁ tell me what the meeting wants and I will give my s,usweg through
o1l

“ But the women want fo hear from you dlrectly, Mr. Governor,”
sald Mrs. Robinson in a quiet tone. 4 i

“ It Is Impossible for the governor to leave this offi o
put i Lieut. Gov, Fitzgarrald, * Ho can's boo (hese ooy cois  Hme,

“ BUSY,” BAYS GOVEENOR,
“1 am kegt busy talking over the long-distance phone,” sald Gov.

Ammons. *“I am trying to keep peace at one of
i Hﬁ‘"" 1 can not mﬁ";{ 9 y of the mines where there
ov. ns,” sa rs. Robinson firmly, “ th men
sum?on ”uﬁt '}'he wc&o?:tn oé tl?;nver. do you,undar:ta:g? 2, .ot Dewat

“ You ougl o understan vérnor can’ s
Hei:ltenmt zoveﬂmr ﬁaalr&' thgo 2 £ OP HO,% pat Tt

ré. Evangeline Hear another member of the
her feet and pointed her finger at Fitzgarrald. S e e
u‘; Ltle;-utj:l (‘-oavi.ﬁ I-‘l‘tx ﬁrrnl g tihﬂéo wome&l of Denver are Enthered up-
stairs,” she . “They wan see Gov, Amm
B T Do gont Neard® ons and they will see
WORKING FOR PEACE, ITH SAID.

“JI am ftrying to bring about peace and I can o 1i
whoT'cEant to help met."l_r;aid thelso?flrn?r. A

“ The women upsta are also desirous of hrin, about T
said Mrs. Robinson, “ and they have come to hel ygjuﬁgGov. Am%:gg:.“

** But don't you see, ladies, I can not leave right now? " pleaded the
governor. ‘' I must keep peace at this mine.”

WILL WAIT, HE IS TOLD.

We don't insist that you come right now, if you can not,”” said
Mrs. Robinson ; * the women will wait for you. 'The; are patlent.”

‘ Better come back this afternoon or some other time,” suggested the
b Sor Linetssiant G " sald Mrs, -Robluso

L ,. DO, eutenan overnor,” sal . - Rol n with

g "'“"e will wait until the governor is ready for us to eaec‘rrtqﬂll:

upstairs.”

P Just a minute, then,” sald Gov. Ammons,

AGREES TO MERT THEM.

He went Into the inner room and came out directly.
“I am ready to go now,” he told the committee, and Lieat. Gov.
Fitzgarrald and Detective Peter Carr and T. W. Connor, in plain

clothes, walking beside him, the governor followed the committes up-
gtairs.

The second time the committee waited on the ernor Mrs. Stecle
bade him not to foriet that the women demnde:{ that he order Maj,
Hamrock and Lieut. Linderfelt arrested and brought here to be tried on
a charge of murder.

PROMISES INVESTIGATION,

*This shooting at Ludlow is to be Investigated and the gullty ones
punished,” answered the governor. ‘ But how ecan we try Elgnmk
and Linderfeit here, even if they were Ity? They'd have to be tried
ﬁoy% ntgemib W‘g conl(;n's ossibly try £ em here.” s

5 er the Moyer decision you can do anything, . Governor,” su
gested Mrs. Robinson. 4 3 i o

The governor made no answer.

Before 10 o'clock, the hour set for assembling, the women who re-
sge::l;!eedutﬁ t&e Women’s Peace Assoclation’s call ihrunged the corridor
0

£ “_r‘pmen. let us proceed in a dignified manner to the governor's
office, i{d Mrs, Alma Lafferty, president of the Women's FPeace

MES. STEELE HEADS LINE.

A line was formed with Mrs. Itobert W, Steele at Its head. The van-
guard was met at the door of the executlve offices by Jackson, the gov-
ernor's neﬂ'o messenger,

Later, rs. Steele, Mrs. Robinson, Mrs. Ryan, and Mrs. Walling
composed a committee appolnted to remain with Gov. Ammons until he
had dictated a telegram to President Wilson.

Mrs. P. T. Hurlinger, wife of a carpenter, was the first member of
the committee named. She had her S-months-old baby with her and
carried the little one to the governor's office, Mrs. Robinsom, Mrs.
Heartz, and Mrs. John Joseph Ryan completed the committee.

bout the same time the committee reached the governor's office
Detectives Carr and Connor had arrived there, summoned by Chief of
Police O'Neill, who was in conference with the governor.

Mrs. Robinson insisted that the Taylor telegram to the governor he
verified. On the governor's private telephone she called the Western
Union office and had the telegram read to her over the telephone,

Exactly what had the women voters of Colorado done? They
had broken all known precedents by compelling a governor of
an American State to apply for Federal troops, admitting his
own inability to preserve peace and keep order in the Siate.
Never before had such a thing happened. A mass meeting of
men could not have accomplished it. Men would have fought
each other. Men would have palavered about * State rights”
and “ Colorado’s dignity.” But these women wanted the strike
to stop; wanted arson, murder, and pilage to cease.

“ THEIR'S NOT TO REASON WHY."

Colorado, Mr, Chairman, as already stated, presents the two
biggest of all arguments for woman suffrage. First, the women
and children, the homes, suffer first from bad law enforcement,
from weak officers, from grasping, grafting capitalists, from
men who are careless and irresponsible. They should have the
right to vote from simple justice, that they may have an equal
opportunity to protect their homes, their children. their dearest
rights. Second, the women are competent and efficlent in the
greatest emergency, in the face of appalling calamity. Instinet
tells them how to do the thing, and they do it.

THE WOMEN WILL YOTE IN THE UNITED STATES.

Wiill the women vote in this country? Yes. Will the State-
rights bogey keep them from acquiring and exercising their
own human rights? No.

The Democratic Party organization in this Congress may cause
delay, but that party will be driven out of power if it continues
in the way. That was a time when men declared that women
were without souls, and there were antis in that day who op-
posed the good women who took issue with the clergy; but de-
spite the antis and the reactionaries, the right of women to enter
the pearly gates the equal of man was finally admitted, although
the masculine gender is supposed to guard all the portals,
Women then struggled for the alphabet and the right of rudi-
mentary education, and the reactionary men of that day and
the antis denounced the women, who were ealled * agitators”
and “ knockers,” “ dissatisfied with home environment.” They
burned at the stake and hung on the gibbets in England and
other European countries in 10 generations 3,000.000 women who
were attempting to advance the cause of womanhood. They
called them witches. The women antis used red in those days
to scoff at the women who were persecuted for being intelligent
or ambitions. The red was a symbol of the fire which would
burn the “witches” to death.

Within my own recollection women have struggled for the
right to higher education and to work in gainful pursuits to
make their own living. The antis were present in all these
struggles, like they paraded the streets—a few of them—to-day
with their red roses of scorn. But they are like mosquitoes to
the American Army at Vera Cruz—some annoyance, it is true,
but, after all, they only serve to stir the boys and the country
with a desire to hear the word “ On to Mexico.”

So it will be in this struggle for equal suffrage. The battle
is already won in 10 States and in Alaska. Four more will come
in line next November. The Eastern States are beginning to
line up. The women of America are going to vote soon. No
party guestion will prevent them; no color line will stop them;
no State rights issue will deter them; no State has any right
to deny to half its citizens the right to share in government by
the exercise of suffrage anywhere under the American flag. As
citizens of the great American Republic, as members of the
American family, and as units of the great American home, we
will not permit such a travesty on democracy to exist any longer
in this land of egual opportunity.

Mr. DAVIS, Mr. Chairman, how much time have I in my
own right?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman has about
five minutes remaining.
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Mr. DAVIS. I thought I had more than that. T will yield
three minutes to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr,
SUTHERLAWD].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen can see for themselves the
iime, The gentleman from Minnesota is ahead now of the
gentleman from Georgia about seven minutes, and debate, under
the instruction of the House, is to close at 4 o'clock and 385
minutes.

Mr. DAVIS. I understand.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.
Svrnerraxp] will proceed.

Mr. RUCKER., I understood the Chair to say that debate
would close at 4.35 p. m.?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir,

Mr. RUCKER. T serve notice that it will have to stop at
that time or have more Members here to listen to the debate.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Chairman, I can not allow this
opportunity to pass without voicing what I believe to be the
almost unanimous sentiment of the people of my State of West
Virginia in favor of a generous pension policy on the part of
our Government toward our old soldlers. It will glve me great
pleasure to vote for the pending bill, which provides for the
appropriation for pensions for the ensuing fiscal year. The only
pang of regret I feel is that there are very many who should
be the beneficlaries of their country’'s gratitude who have not
yet been able to have their claims adjudicated, and yet who
are as justly entitled Lo pensions as any who are at present
on the rolls,

I desire to congratulate such of my Democratic colleagues of
the Sixty-third Congress as have decided, as well as such Dem-
ocrats of the Sixty-second Congress as did decide, that the Ameri-
can people will not stand for any parsimonious, cheese-paring
attitude toward the veterans of the Civil War and their de-
pendent heirs, It would be a fitting and magnanimous thing if
every Democratic Member of Congress—those of the far South
as well as those of the North—in these later days, when the
harsh feelings engendered by the fearful realities of civil strife
have been tempered by the lapse of many years, would join with
us and make the vote upon this bill and upon all similarly well-
considered bills absolutely unanimous. 1 am sorry that the
number of Democrats who favor a liberal pension policy is so
small. Yet I rejoice that in the last Congress a sufficient num-
ber of them joined with the Republicans to pass the Sherwood
Jaw. Without the aid of IRlepublicans it would have failed of
passage, yet I give full credit to those Democrats who assisted
in the passage of that beneficent piece of legislation.

Yet, Mr. Chairman, the Republican Party, reunited, is the
natural guardian and conservator of the rights and privileges
of the old soldier, and fto that party he must always look for
steadfast devotion to his interests. There are still those on the
Democratic side of this House, and elsewhere, who apparently
begrudge every dollar that is taken from the Natlonal Creasury
to pay this honorable debt to those who offered their lives on
the altar of their country in the days following the firing upon
Yort Sumter. We hear their railings upon every occasion
in this body when a pension bill is before us for consideration.

There is a great difference, Mr. Chairman, between a liberal
policy in the making, construction, and administration of our
pension laws, such as that adopted by the real friends of the
soldler, and a policy of scant acquiescence that has been wrung
from their guasi friends by the dictates of political expediency.
This-difference is plainly apparent to those who have prosecuted
pension claims under Republican and under Democratic adminis-
trations. We all know that a hint from the BExccutive, that is
go effective in all other respects with his party associates,
could tighten or loogen the methods employed by those who
administer our pension laws, making it practically impossible,
on the one hand, or easlly possible, on the other, fo get claims
adjudicated.

I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, to all raids upon the Treasury,
1 do not want, nor does any honest man want, anyone granted
a pension who is not equitably or legally entitled to it, but in
cases of reasonable doubt at this late day, when the Angel of
Death is summoning 100 or more of these battle-scarred veterans
every 24 hours, and when it is becoming more and more difficull
to obiain the evidence required under the stringent and technical
rules adopted by an unfriendly majority, I would, Mr. Chair-
man, resolve those doubts in favor of.the old soldier. I would
rather a few shonld get pensions who might not deserve them than
by any mischance a single deserving one ghall be deprived of
this recognition by his Government in hig declining years. Let
ug be liberal, not technical, in our dealing with this subject,
The few paltry dollars we can pay the velerans, even under a
liberal policy, will not be a tithe of what these hieroes desérve
at our hands. TLet us make the evening of their lives as com-

fortable as we can, for the day is rapidly approaching when
the last one shall have answered the final roll call. A greal
country such as ours must not be charged with ingratitude.

Mr. Chairman and fellow Members, I want in this connection
to make a plea for justice toward a body of men who served
their connfry as willingly and as faithfully as any on the roll of
honor of this Republic. I refer to the home guards, the inde-
pendent State scouts, and those brave auxiliaries of the Army—
the teamsters, bridge builders, and railroad ryepairers of the
State of West Virginia. All or most of these men wére exposed
to great danger in defense of their State and country, storm
ridden as it was. They made the same. offering of their young
manhood that was made by those who seérved in (he volunteer
armies, and I wanl to urge upon you, individually and collec-
tively, that you assisl in the ennctment into law of the bilis 1
have inltroduced in this Congress for the relief of these worthy
soldiers and helpers—I1. R. 9419, H. It. 10157, and H. 1t 12118 —
by placing them upon the muster roll of the soldiers of the late
war and by granting them service pensions of %30 par month.
These men are now aged, but their arms are outstretehed toward
their Government, of which you and I form a parl, and all that
they ask is simple justice, I expect fo continue bringing this
matter fo the attention of the Congress as long as I am a Mem-
ber of this body, or until these Lills or similar ones that accom-
plish the same object are passed.

Another point I wish to make, Mr. Chairman, is (his: A great
many old soldiers, who have passed the age of 60 and are thus
ineligible to take the civil-service examination, are about te be
removed from the positions they now hold as fourth-class post-
masters. The ruthless hand of the. spoilsman is reaching out
and depriving these battle-scarred soldiers of the lvelihood
they have been earning under Republican administrations. I
hereby offer my protest against this intolerable injustice. 1Is
faithful service on the battle field to go for naught? Are wounds .
to go for naught? Arve the technicalities of a civil-service ex-
amination a better test of filness for these oflices than years of
faithful and wholly satisfactory work? Will the rapaclty of
Democratic office seekers not stop short of {his desecration?
Will the mere fact that these old soldiers are Republicans or
Progressives outweigh all other considerationg?

If I had a thousand tongues I should employ them all in a
protest against this inhumanity, In this cpunection I desire
to read one of geveral typical letlers I have received from old
soldiers who are in fear of having thelr very bread and buiter
taken away from them.

PeTROLEOM, W. YA, March 28, 101},
The Mon. HOWARD BUTHERLAND

Iiouse of Representolives, Washington, D. U.

My Deir Mr, Burneenaxp = Yours of the 27th Instant djuul. received—
relative to the Poat office here—and 1 can not understand why I shonld
unjustly be cut out of the office, having been injured in the Unifed
Btates Army In lineg of duty during the Clvil War, and to soch an
extent as to be refused reenlistment, as the records of the I’ension
Office will show ; and, then, I can not understand why they desire to
change from one tried and proving his efficicncy, to one untried and
without any business training.

CIIIIhO\ » they may yet recognize my right as a wounded soldier of the

v ar.

a 1 hml'ewilh return the letter of the IMon. First Assistant Postmaster
encral,

Please excuse me for intruding so much,
kindness, 1 am,

Yery slucerely yours,

Thanking you for your

Gro. B, DougLass..

Mr, DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, as much has been said upon
thisg floor for and against the old soldier, I do not care-to enter
into any discussion as to the merits or demerits of any of our
yeterang. My record in that regard is well known, I think, to
all the people of Minnesota and my section, and I think my
votes upon the floor of Congress in the last 10 or 12 years have
shown conclusively that I am a friend of the old soldler.

We are now about to pass, and I believe unanimously, a bill
appropriating $169,160,000 for pensions for our old soldiers,
their widows, and their orphang. I, for ane, do not believe
that that bill is one dollar too large. I agree wilh the present
Commissioner of Penslong, who said that that amount would be
necessary in order to properly pay them under the existing
laws of the United States.

I wish to pay a compliment in this connection to the.chair-
man of the subcommittee, Mr. Barrrerr, of Georgia, who
thoroughly investigated the amountis that are reguired by the
Commissioner of Pensions, and the commitice, and I will say, .
the chairman of the committee. was heartily in favor of passing
this appropriation bill. There was not a dissenting voice in

that committee, and I for one believe that the Commissioner of
Pensions has carefully investigated it in all respects, and these
are the amounts that he suggested. X

Now, Mr. Chairman, T wish to say a word cancerning a cor-
tain branch of our service, and but a word, We have the two
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Jarge branches of the service, the Army and the Navy, and
they are large in comparison to another branch of the service
called the Marine Corps. The Marine Corps has received, per-
haps, its just deserts, and perhaps not, at the hands of the
American Congress, They are small in numbers, but are efii-
cient fighting men in all ways. The beginning of this Marine
Corps, as I gather from the records, is as follows: The earliest
authentie record of marines in America bears the date of 1740,
when three companies were organized in New York under the
flag of Great Britain. The parent of the present organization,
ihe first and second battalions of American Marines, was cre-
ated November 10, 1775, by the Continental Congress.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to go on record as saying that
ever since the organization of this, the oldest corps of the serv-
ice, the Marine Corps, there never has been an instance on this
continent or wherever else the Ameriean soldier was sent, where
the Marine Corps was not the first in action and bore the brunt
of the battle in all cases. Such is the case now at present in
Mexico. Such it was in China, and such it always has been.

Mr. Chairman, T would like to use two or three minutes of
the time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HINEBAUGH].

The CHAIRMAN. He has no time.

Mr. DAVIS. Then I shall appropriate two or three min-
utes.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentle-
man two minutes of my time.

Mr.“;)AVIS. Well, ig that is all the time I have, Mr. Chailr-
man, I do not care to say anything more about any branch of
the service execept to say that there is no more efficient service
in our Army or Navy than the marines. They are of the high-
est quality in all respects. Ypu will notice they were the first
that landed at Vera Cruz, and they are the first at every place
where trouble exists, and they are the first ones to meet the

bullets of the enemy. ;

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to extend my remarks by printing
in the Recomp an article written by Frederic J. Haskin on the
subject of the Marine Corps of the United States. I do this
beezuse it is put in better and more appropriate language than
it is possible for me to do under any circumstances.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota T[Mr.
Davis] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the
Becorp by the insertien of the article mentioned. Is there ob-
Jjection?

There was no objection.

Following is the article referved to:

Ux1TEDd STATES MARINE CORPS.

(By Frederic J. Haskin.)

5 marines have landed and have the situaiion well in hand.
ThiaTE:s been the burden of countless press dispatches from all guar-
terls uttf?ie wogl%m me!sag,-c from scenes of amarchy and disaster has

on- o a 5

hrng?lft the average citizen to regard the United States marine as a
mighty efficlent fellow. In fact, he has formed the habit upen reading
the first part of the sentence, * the marines have landed,” to add the
art as & matter of course. et

erever this country has had need of faithful service and resolute
hearts there the marines have Been on hand. Not only In the van at
this their second oe¢cupation of Vera Crusz, the Amer have
been foremost for more than 100 years whengver violence has threnmne.d
the Nation's Interests. They are the skifrmish lne of Unelse Sam's
authority ; the first on the spot, the first fo land, and the first to engage

tnal fighting.
B Ig':frtt?er t! gthe fact that the{mgemmll carry out their tasks be-
yond all grounds for argument, there Is little definite in the popular
idea of the marines. The nature of their service, thelr organization and
administration are not matters of general Information. To many the
marine is a sailor with belled trousers and a uliar thirst for trouble,

Marines are soldiers tralned for service both on land and on ships of
war. They are crganlzed, clothed, and equipped much the same as the
goldiers of the Regular Army. d'l?eely are prepared to fight either as
infantrymen or as artillerymen. Their corps forms an independent mill-
tary organization, which is placed directly under the authority of the
Secretary of the ii'avy. In time of war thelr principal duty is that of

tion with the Navy.
O isoiute mobility Is the ideal of their service, The khakl-clad marine
is ready upon an Instant's notice to start for a rebelilon in China or
followers of Huerta In Mexico City. There s never any confusion about
a mobilizatlon of marines, Tbﬁ are being mebliized continune , one
place or another, to sit on the lid where trouble is brewing. This i3 one
of thelr specialties.

READY FOR SERVICE ON SHORT XOTICE.

When the occasion arises It Is just a matter of an order and a few
hours untll the needed marines are on thelr way. They are old hands
at campaigning, camp making and camp breaking, skirmishes, battles,
and emergency calls to the world's endi Not a year passes but they are
called upon this expeditionary work. They are familiar with llfe in
tlhie Tropies and the rigors of northern encampments,

The headquarters of the corps Is in Washington, whenee the major

eral commandant and his staff direct the work of the organization.

e marines themselves are scattered over the world in cruising battle-
ships, in forelgn stations, at various stations throughout this country,
at navy yards, prisons, magazines, and with recelving ships, There are
at present about 9,872 enlisted men in the co and 842 officers.

the past one of the chief duties of the Marine Corps has been ex-
tionary work. ey calls for the Erotactlan of
in the

last

or re:‘ponse to emergen
he interests of the United States or the lives of its ol

tronbled areas of the world. In the performance of this duty they have
landed many times in the countries of South and Central Americn and
of the Orient during perfods of turmoil. Since 1900, 38 expeditions of
American marines ha the objective points ef which
streteh from Mexieo to Abyssinla and .

Other duties of the corps have been to provide detachments of from
2 dozen men under a sergeant to 60 or more nunder one or two commis-
sloned officers for service afloat In capltal ships: guard duty at naval
stations, prisons, magazines, and yards: service with receiving ships
and in our forelgn possessions, and guard duty at sueh centers of tem-
porary insecurity as Peking and Managna. A detachment of 320 officers
and men of the corps protects the legation in Peking at the present

The duty of the corps which has now come to be regarded as the most
important is that of advanced base work. This means the selzure and
maintenance of ports for an advanced base of fleet operations in times

Such _was the nature of the recent work of the marines at
Yera Cruz, and such thelr occupation of Guantanamo, Cuba, in 1808,
In the latter action a small detachment of them held MeCalla Hill for
three days without food or adequate water against 06,000 Spanish

soldiers.
ONE REGCIMENT ON RACH COAST,

Two iments of about 1,250 men are to be organized and trained for
this special purpose. One of these regiments is to be stationed on the
Atlantic eoast, probably at Philadelphia, while a similar re ment will
be stationed on the Pacific coast at Mare Island. At the advance base
school in Philadelphia the men are being trained as electricians, gun-

ners, and machinists.

Especial eare is taken In the selection of recrnits and offieers for the
Marine Corps. Agpllcants for enlistment have to undergo strict ex-
aminations as to their physieal, mental, and moral! fitness, The officers
are o Inted from the Naval Academy, from the ranks, and from civil
Life, fter enlistment the men are given a palnstaking trainin in the
work of the corps at recrnit cam_Bu in Norfolg. Va.. and Mare lsfand.

Marines are excellent shots. This )}Jrohnbl explains in lﬂ.l?! rt the
effectiveness of their expeditions. early 4,000 members of the corps
are ranked as expert marksmen, and th rifle teams make dangerous
competitors. Thelr team won two firsts at the Seagirt meet last year,
while a2 member of the corps won the Seagirt cham onship match. A
team chosen from among the marines on duty at the United States Lega-
tlon at Peking took first and third places last year, and again last
April, in competition with teams from the legation ards of Italy,
Austria, Russia, Germany, Great Britain, France, nod %olland. More-
over, the marines took first, third, fourth, fifth, seventh, and hth
places in the ogen chamPiunsh!p for north China, May, 1913. dﬁ‘his
match was won for the third successive year by the marines,

The marine, or the battleship's sol er, was first employed among
modern nations by Great Britain for the purpose of guelling insurrec-
tlons among the %ﬂ‘mﬁ sailors whom she pressed into her service. The
employment of infantry on ships of war, however, was probably almost

cldent with the ﬂg:t!ns p. In this wunu'{ the Marine Corps
clnims to have lon ditions than the Navy. The earllest authentie
record of marines In Ameriea bears the date of 1740, when three com-
nies were o In New York under the flag of Great Britain.

e parent of the present organization, the * First and Becond Battal-
fons ngAmeric:m marines,"” was created November 10, 1775, by the Con-

al Copgress,

HAVE HAD PART IN ALL UNITED STATBES WARS.

The marines took conspicuons parts fn the brilliant aets of John Paul
Jones. The first battle won by marines was in Febroary, 1777, when
308 of them, under the command of M?' Samuel Nichols, carried by
storm the English forts on the island of New Providence, in the Ba-
hamas, It was the marines who, during the War with Tripoli, formed
the bodyguard of Gen. Eaton, American consul at Tunis, on his remark-
able march from Alexandria to Derne, 800 miles across the
Upon their arrival at Derne the marines stormed the native fortifica
tlons, and for the first time In our history raised the Stars and Stri
on a fortress of the Old World. “ Tripoli™ has since been inseri
opon their banner. The marines fought by land and sea through the

ar of 1812, Between 1815 and 1830 they fought the Spanish pirates
In the West Indies, and in Sumatra were called upon to quell internal
riots and to police 'Newb:fog !oltio:gng }hm-eg fire of 1835. In 1332£
when the Flo war broke out, they jo e campaigns again
the Creeks and Seminole Indians,

From l%&hﬁ to 1848 the marines were engaged in the first war with

Mexico. (g' saw eervice on both east and west coasts, and accom-
panied Gen. Seott on his mareh to Mexico City. They took part in the
capture of Monterey, San Francisco, Mazatlan, Los Angeles, Diego,

Ban Jose, S8an Gabriel, and Goaymas.
On the east coast they took part In the capture of Matamoros, Tam-
pico, Frontera, Tabasco, and Vera Cruz, They were also the first divi-
slon to enter the Grand Plaza, City of Mexico. This explains the in-
seription on their banners, “ From Tripoll to the halls of the Monte-
' A brigade of marines, 5,500 strong, is now waiting at Verz
Cruz. WIIl they be called upon to march through Mexico agnin?

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgla is recognized

‘until 4.35 o’clock.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, this bill is probably the
largest appropriation bill we will be called upon to pass at this
session, certainly in time of pence. It earries $169,000,000 for
pensions granted by the general law and other laws to the sol-
diers in the various wars, their-widows and their children.

I stated yesterday, Mr. Chairman, that as to the real sol-
diers—the ones who endured the trinls of the march and the
camp and the danger and exposure of battle—I have had no ob-
jection to giving them a liberal pension, and I have not now.
It is only those, Mr. Chairman, who were simply enlisted for 30
or 90 days, who saw no active service, who did not perform any
deeds of valor or heroism or service to the conntry, that I
object to granting pensions to and that I have voted against
granting pensions to.

This bill, I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, will be passed without
serious objection. Every provision in it is to comply with the
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existing law and {6 furnish the money to pay the pensions that
the. law provides for. 2 i

I ask that the Clerk read the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs
for amendment. : -

The Clerk read as follows:

Re it enacted, ele., That the following sums be,-and the same.are
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwlse
appropriated; for the payment of pensions for the fiacal year ending
June J0, 1915, and for other purposes, namely : z

I'or Army and Navy élensions, as follows : For invallds, widows,
minor children, and dependent relatives, Army nurses, and all other pen-
sioners who are now borne on the rolls, or who may hercafter be placed
thercon, under the provisions of any and all acts of Congress, $106%5,000,-
000 : Provided, That the appropriation aforesald for Navy pensions shall
be paid from the Income of the Navy pension fund, so far as the same
shall be sufficient for that purpose : Provided furiher, That the amount
X .Im.'icd under each of the above items shall be accounted for sepn-
rafely,

Mr, RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from  Missouri [Mr.
Rucker] offers an amendment, which the Olerk will report.
JThe Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 2II ling 3, by inserting after the figures * $169,000,000"
the following: ‘*No parl of which ghall be paid to any pensioner
who has an income equal to $100 per month at the time when the
paymoent of his pension is due, or who has for five years next before
lie. approval of this act continuously resided In a foreign country,
unless such pengioner ig a native of such foreign country.”

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
that amendnrent. ; y

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr,
Davis] reserves a point of order on the amendment.

[Mr. RUCKER addressed the commitiee. See Appendix.]

Mr., BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, is the point of order up
before the committee? A=1IF: i

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Davis] reserves the point of order. :

Mp. BARTLIETT. I want to say, in discussing the point of

order at the present time =15
- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule if the gentleman
desires. ’ _

Mr. BORLAND. I would like to be heard on the proposition.

Mr. BARTLETT. The point of order, I understand, has been
reserved, The precise question embraced in a portion of this
amendment has been ruled upon in the Sixty-second Congress by
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, Judge BooHER,
of Missouri. Two years ago, when the penhsion appropriation
bill was under consideration, it contained a provision that no
art of the appropriation should be paid to those residing in a
oreign country who were not citizens of the United States.
The point of order was made, and it was overruled. I refer
the Chair to that precedent. 8o far as the amendment relates
fo payment to foreign residents outside of the United States, (he
amendment is not subject to a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. What part of the amendment does the

gentleman refer to? '
; Mr. BARTLETT. I say that two years ago, in the Sixty-
second Congress, there was reported from the Commitlee. on
Appropriations, in the pension approprialion biH, a provision
which said that no part of the money provided for in that bill
should be paid to any person residing in a foreign country who
was not a citizen of the United States, and the point of order
was made to the provision that it was legislation. - After argu-
ment was had the Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri, Mr.
Boones, decided that it was in the interest of economy and
reduced the amount carried in the bill, and therefore it was in
order under the Holman rule, and also was a limitation upon
the expenditure of the money. I give the Chair the benefit of
the ruling, which I can produce with some little research, So I
think the amendment is not subject to a point of order; and as
to the merits of the amendment, I will discuss that later.

Mr, BORLAND. Mr, Chairman, the point ot order having
been reserved, I want to say a word about the amendment itself.
This amendment is a combination of two amendments that were
made to the last appropriation bill in the third session of the
Sixty-second Congress. The second part of the amendment in
particular is a very important.feature o pensioners of this
couniry, In 1893 Congress passed a law forbidding the payment
of pensions to persons not citizens of the United States. At
that time the report on the bill showed that there were 3,000
persons drawing pensions who were not citizens of the United
States, and the amount they drew. was $350,000. That was in
1803. In 1012, when this amendment was reported for a second
time by the Appropriations Committee, the number of forcign
pensioners had grown to 5,405, and {he amount of the pensions
they drew had grown to $967,000.

- Now, one argument that was made in favor of paying pensions

to foreign pensioners was that there were a few widows in
Ireland whose husbands had died on the field of battle in
the Civil War. I submik ta this House that that does not ac-
count for the increase of foreign pensioners fiom 1803 fo 1012
from 3,000 to 5,000, and an increase of money from $350,000 to
over $900,000.

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman yield? i

Mr. BORLAND. No; the gentleman has made one stnmp
speech.

Mr. WILLIS, That is hardly a fair slafement,

Mr. BORLAND. We are-making payments fo men who have
renounced their American citizenship and are no longer citi-
zens of thig country. That is the only explanation {hat can be
made in the increase of pensioners since 1893 upon foreign soil,
This sentiment is favored by those who stand with the gentle-
man from Ohlo and make political capital out of the payment
of Federal money to pensioners. [Applause.] The Pension De-
partment stated that in the case of these foreign pensioners

there was absolutely no way ta tell when the pensioner died;

there was no way fo tell whether the right person got the
money ; no way to convict & man of fraud if he got money fhat

‘did not belong fo him; there was na way for the Government

to safeguard the payment of these pensions: Now, we have
$967,000 paid out every year of the taxpayers’ money, You
have no way to safeguard thaf; you must trust to luck that
some of it will get into the hands of those to whowm it belongs.
No American law can reach the payment of that money, and at
Ieast two-thirds of it goes into the hands of people who, since
1893, have become nonresidents and in many cases noncitizens
of the United States.

This amendment ought- to be-adopted in fairness and justice
to the taxpayers of the United States, in fairness fo the old sol-
diers who stand by the old flag, and if any man is entitled to fair

‘treatment it is the Soldier who siands by {he colors that pays

him the pension.

There is no reason, no jfustice, in paying nearly a million
dollars of the peeple’s money every year into the hands of for-
elgners. I undertake to say that of fhe pensionable widows liv-
ing in Ireland in 1893, not 50 per cent areliving to-day. If they
are, this law safeguards those people. The gentleman from
Missouri hag made his amendment so that if {he pensgioner is a
native of a foreigni country he continues tg draw his pension,
and therefore these widows whose-husbands fell on the field of
battle will not be cut off by the amendment, but it will reach
only the class that it aught to reach, and the payment fo whom
is indefensible, the ones that bave. renounced their American
citizenship and are no longer supporters of the American flag.
[Applause.]

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, can we have the amendment
again reported as it now reads?

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be
reported as modified.
~ The Clerk again reported the amendment,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inguiry,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it

Mr. GOOD. Has the point of order been made?

The CHAIRRMAN. No; the poinf of order lizs been reserved
by the gentleman from Minnesola [Mr. Davis].

Mr. GOOD. After the point of order is disposed of 1 desire
to address myself to the amendment.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I make:the_point of order.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessce. Myr. Chairman, has the Chair
any doubt about the amendment heing in_arder?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that one:phrase in the
amendment is subject to the point of order and the other is not.

Mr., GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr.. Chairman, in the first
place, is it not merely a limitation upon an appropriation; and,
in the next place, ig it not clearly in order under {he Holman
rule?

- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks one of the paragraphs
in the amendment is. The Chair would like to hear the gentle-
man,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, it seems fo
me the whole proposition is in order under the Holman rule.
Is the point of order made that it changes existing law?

Mr. DAVIS, Yes. One part of it at least is subject to the
point of order.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennecssce.
what respect?

Mr. DAVIS. T think the-fore part, in regard to the incowma of
$100, is subject to a point of order. : I
~Mr. GARRIETT of Tennessec., Mr. Qhairman, ag (o that, the
Chair, in nsing hig common sense; would know that that wonld
tend to reduce expenditures, under the Holman rule.

May I ask the gentleman in
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Mr., DAVIS. T believe that it has been decided that it must
appear upon the face of the amendment itself that if does Yve-
duce expenditures, and in this case it certainly does not.

Mr. RUCKER. It does so appear upon its face.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, I have not the
Holman rule before me just now, and it is dificult, even as
ofien as T have been over it, to hold the exact pm\'iuious of it
in mind, but it does seem to me that it is clearly inferable from
the fiice of this amendment that it would reduce expenditures,
and, therefore, that that part of it alse is in order under the
Holman rule.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is rendy to rule. The Chair
thinks that the intent of the Holman rule is to apply in the
necessary administration of government,” and that it would
apply in a case of this character where it would tend to reduce
the expenditures of the Government. It would therefore apply
to the portion relating to those who have an income of $100;
but the Chair does not think it would apply to those who happen
not to live in this country; that that is clearly new legislation,
not affecting the subject matter relating to the necessary admin-
jstration of government,

The Chair thinks if individual pensions could be cut off that
a logical coneclusion mmust follow that an amendment cuotting
ont all pensions would be by such congiruction in order.

The Chair realizes, and doubtless the committee does, that
every rule must have wholesome exception, and it occurs to the
Chair that is such exception to the Holman rule,

Mi: GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, what about the

matter of limitation? It is a limitation on this particular
appropriation.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Iolman rule cover that gues-
tion?

Mr. RUCKER. If we cut out the pensions of those who live
in forelgn counfries it certainly reduces the amount.

Mr. TAGGART. -Mr, Chairman, may I be heard upon the
point of order to make a suggestion to the Chair?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will indulge the. gentleman.

‘Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the rule, an
amendment offered to an appropriation bill which manifestly
and upon its face would change existing law is not in order.
The law of May 11, 1912, provides a pension for all honorably
dischnrged soldiers of the United States Army who served in
the Civil War for 80 days or more who have attained a certain
age. No exceptiong are made in that law. It is on the statute
hooks. This amendment makes a radical change. in the law.
While it might reduce expenditures, and . manifestly upon its
face in both these particulars it would reduce expenditures, yel
it changes an existing public law in fwo particulars. In the
first place. the law Is changed as to all pensioners whao are. in
receipt of $100 a month from any source whatsoever. The law is
changed with respect to all pensioners who happen to be-absent
from the United States for a period of five years. I therefore
think that it is manifestly in violation of the rules,

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the Chair was go-
ing to state that he thinks one of these phrases in the amend-
1:ent is out of order, and that wonld necessarily compel him
to rule the entire amendment out, but he would prefer in this
instance to follow the precedents herefofore followed by the
House, and therefore will overrule the point of order.

Mr. MADDIEN, Mr. Chairman, I desire fo discuss the amend-
ment,

The CITAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois will proceed.

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the adop-
tion of an amendment such as this would be a disgrace.fo the
country, The men who fought the battles for the preservation
of the Union are entitled to better consideration than this
amendment would give if it were adopted. The granting of a
pension to any man who served the country in the time of its
direst need is doing no favor whatever to the man who draws
the pension. It is a duty and obligation the Government owes
to the man who made it possible for us to live here [applause]

in a Nation covered by a single flag. If matters not what the.

income of the man who served in the war may be., That ought
not to determine the guestion whether he is entitled. fo a pen-
sion. The record of his services iy the thing upon which the
pension ig granted, and not upon the question of whether he is
able to earn’ $100 a month over and above what he may draw
from the Public Treasury as a pensioner. The pension is simply
a badge of honor for the services he rendered to his Govern-
ment when it needed men. Who inguired how much income a
man had when he volunteered for the war? The question then
‘was, not what is his earning power, but is he fit to be a soldier.
Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman yleld?
My, MADDEN, I refuse to yleld; I only have five minutes.
Men do not seel\ pens!ons bef'ause in many cases they need the

money. They seek pensions because fhey wish to have that
certificate of honor of service.rendered to theli couniry. 'I'licre
is no greater service-that a man can render fo: his nation than
that of offering his life in days of need, in days of danger.
We have heard patriotic speeches on the: floor of this House
during the past five.or sfx. days because- 17 or I8 of our boys
were killed at Vera Cruz, and it was very proper they should
be made; they encourage those who are facing the enemy. DBut
why discriminate againgt the man because he happens o be
successful, because he happens to be alive after the- result of
his services to his couniry? Why discriminate against a wan
because he happens to have other incomeZ Arc you opposed to
thriff? The question embodied in {Lis amendment is to penal-
ize a man's success;, {o say that if is nol respectable to be
successful—that only paupers meed apply. The only question
for consideration before {his House should be, Qught the- man
who served the country when if needed his services, who has
an honorable discharge, who gave all he had in the defense: of
his Nation and the honor of ifs filag, fo receive a pension?” 1f
he rendered the service and the record justifies if, fhe. pension
ought to be granted withont condition; but any conditfon sought
to be impoged on any man who has an lhonorable discharge as
a result of his services to his Nation in time of war fs an insult
to .the patriotism of the American people. [Applause.] M.
Chairman, I protest against the adoption of any such amend-
ment to this bill, [Applause.]

Mr. TAGGART. - Mr. Chairman, this amendment. should not
prevail. It is unjust, it is manifesily absurd, it is ingeniously
cruel to cut off the.pension of an American citizen whose husl-
ness has taken him away from his uative country for five years,

Mr. RUCKER. It does nok. .

Mr. TAGGART. It does it, and I am right aboui it. The
message we would send perbaps to a hero of Geliysburg who
might be in the City of Mexico protecting his family and who
might have. been there for the past five years is this: “ That
inasmuch-as you are not a native.of Mexico and because. you
have lived there for the past five years your pension ig cul off.”
If he were a Mexican, we would mot cul his pension off. The
Mexican who goes back to Mexfeo can draw his pension, hut
the Ameriean citizen, perhaps; whonr he is frying to murder, lins
his pension cut off un(]er this amendment.

Mr.. RUCKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAGGART. I will read the language of the amendment
so there will be no “ifs” and “ands.”

Mr: RUCKER. The gentleman ought to dn so to avoid some
of the-mistakes he has made.

Mr. TAGGART (reading) :

No part of which shall be.paid to an
equal tor $100 pl.'r month at the time when the, payment. of his_jpension

is due, or who has fbr five years next before the approval of this act
continuously resided in a foreign country.

And Iis!en

Unless soch pensioner is a native of smh forcign country or has
become a citizen of a foreign country,

If he is a native of a foreign country or a citizen of a foreign
country you pay him a pension. If he still retains his loyalty
to the: old flag, and did not renounce his citizenship, but has
resided five years in a foreign land, you cul off his pension by
ihis amendment. It is manifestly absurd and unjust. The re-
fusal to pay a pension to a man wha is in receipl of $100 a
month means simply this, that we consider a‘pension a gratuity,
a crumb from the rich man’s table, handed down to some poor
Lazarus who has come to receive if. That is not the wenning
of a pension fo a volunteer soldier of the United Siates, nor
has it ever been. [Applause.]

Mr. MOCKHLLAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAGGART. I will.

Mr. MocKELLAR. Is it not the aciual practice, though, and
is it not true, that every Member of this Ilouse alinost who
comes-before the. Military Affairs Commfilee lo get a record
corrected uses as his principal argument the present condition
of the would-be pensioner?

Mr. TAGGART. Yes; and I accept the rebuke from (he
gentleman, inasmuch as I went before the.same Mililary Com-
mittee, and the gentleman with the ulmost kindness listened
to me and granted a favorable.veport in the case of a widow
of a soldier with a defective record, where ihat widow had
been reduced fo poverty and the-pension had been rejecied.

Mr, McKELLAR. It wag good, {hough.

Mr. TAGGART. Yes. Now, you are going to characlerize
the 450,000 men who fought under this flag the same. as you
did that poor suffering widow who was the wife of o deserler.
They are not in “the same category, and they are not before
this House in the same-light. 1 awm opposed to this lden of
putting a penalty upon either tlic resources or the character,

pensioner who has an income
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the frugality or the industry, of a man who not only fought
for the flag but made an industrious citizen afterwards. [Ap-
plause,] ;

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the gentleman yield again?

Mr. TAGGART. I will yield again,

Mr. MocKELLAR. Does the gentleman believe that one who

fought for his eountry, as the gentleman says, in the late Civil
War, should renounce his country and become a citizen of
another country and still draw a pension from our Govern-
ment?
Mr. TAGGART. Now, I will take the liberty of asking
another question, and I will not only put it to you, but to any-
body else who favors this amendmenf. How many pensioners
on the pension roll of the United States have renounced their
allegiance to the United States? Who are they, where are they,
and how many of them are there? WNobody has said one word
about it.

Mr. MADDEN., Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. TAGGART. For a question.

Mr. MADDEN. Doeés this amendment provide that where a
man has renounced his allegiance to the United States and be-
comes a citizen of another country he will actually forfeit his

sion?
pe%'he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. TAGGART. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
continue for three minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none. ;

Mr, TAGGART. Tt all depends upon this phrage: “Or has
become a citizen of a foreign country.”

1f that phrase is thrown in right after the main part of it,
it would cut out anybody who had become a citizen of a foreign
country. But I contend that the number of persons who have
done that is very small.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman—— 3

The CHATRMAN. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield to
the gentleman from Alabama?

Mr. TAGGART, Yes; for a moment.

Mr. HEFLIN. I ‘think the gentleman will agree that if any
man who now lives abroad has rendered service to the United
States, but is on the pension roll, he ought to get that pension.

Mr. TAGGART. Yes, sir; I think so0.

Mr. HEFLIN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RucKERr]
snys that under the present plan there is no way of telling
whether he does get a pension or not, or when he dles,

Mr. TAGGART. I do not think there would be any great
difficulty about that. The postal system of the United States
will reach him. He signs a recelpt for the pension. Here
it is a question of the identification of the slgnature. There
is no more difficulty in seeing that it reaches him than in seelng
that your check might reach him, or that his banker might
identify his indorsement upon that check. When he dies
perhaps there might be more difficulty than if he died in the
United States. DBut we can manage it. We have done harder
things than that.

Mr. COX. Could not our foreign consuls look thig matter up?

Mr. TAGGART. I imagine that if they took their heels
down from the table and laid aside their cigars for awhile
they could look the matter up.

This reduces a pension to a beggar's portion, and I am op-
posed to it; and for and in behalf of the nearly half million of
men whq sustained this flag I protest against it, and T will
vote against it. [Applause.]

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]
moves to strike out the last word.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, this same provision, in part, was
befure the last Congress. The last pension appropriation bill
contained a provision which provided that no part of the sum
appropriated in that bill for the payment of pensions for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, should be used to a pay a pen-
sion to any person who resided in a foreign country or who was
a citizen of n foreign country. :

That provision was stricken out on a roll call in the House.
That is exactly fhe same language that was written in the law
during the second term of President Cleveland, and after it had
been the law fot two years Judge Lochren, a Democrat, who
was ndministering the office of Commissioner of Penslons, wrote
a letter to the Secretary of the Interior, which I placed in the
Itecopp last year and which 1 will read In part now. In that
letter Judge Lochren said:

A clause of chapter 187 of the public acts of the second session of
the Fifty-second Congress ?mvldes:

“Phat from and after July 1, 1893, no penslon shall be d to a
nonresident, who is not .a citlzen of the United States, except for actual
disabliities incurred in the service.”

[After a pause.]

I respectfully ask your sttention to this eclause, in the hope that you
may recommend Its m%eal. It causes great trouble and annoyance to
the excepted classes, who constitute the great bulk of nonresim -
sioners, in compelling them to make proof that they belong to thesa
exce%tad classes. And the final resnlt Is that payments under it are
withbeld from but few, save widows and dependent mothers, who have
little else for ‘thelr maintenance. The saving is too little to offseét the
mﬂarlnf inflicted in Individual ecases. If all nonresidents were refused
payments of pension some plausible arxi'ument might be made in support
of such policy ; but none can be u n favor olF this Iaw, which, while
giving annoyanece to all, strikes only the most helpless.

I should not feel warranted in asking attentlon to this law but for
the fact that it entails mueh work on this bureau, in answering com-
munications, and seems to yleld little practical results except annoyance
and ni:psrent cruelty. 1 ize to the fullest extent that my sole
duty is to execute and adminlster Lhe laws as they are enacted—
fairly and honestly interpreted.

Very respectfully,

The SBECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The OHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to
the gentleman from Arkansas?

Mr. GOOD. I régret I can not yield.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman indicate what he was read-
ing from?

Mr. GOOD. From a copy of the letter of Judge Lochren that
I read last year, and is found in the Recorp of February 18,
1913, page 8357, You will notice that he says no plausible argu-
ment “can be urged In favor of this law, which, while giving
annoyance to all, striles only the most helpless. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, when the call to arms eame did this country
ask whether the men who supported the flag and joined the
Union forces in support of the Union were American citizens or
citizens of Great Britain or of Ireland? And when we passed
the Sherwood pension law did we ask that question? Did we
nsk whether or not these men who were to receive pensions were
voters in the United States?

Oh, this cheap bid for votes will find no response in the henrts
and minds of tlie 100,000,000 of our countrymen. [Applause.]

The Sherwood pension law was bottomed upon the sound prin-
ciple of service. This provision, going much further than the
amendment of last year, provides that no soldier, no matter
where he lives, if he has an income of $100 per month, shall
receive 'a pension. Tt goes even further than that. It strikes
from the pension roll every soldier living abroad who is a citi-
zen of 'this country and has lived abroad for five yeuars, no mat-
ter whether he Teceives his pension to-day because of wounds
incurred in the line of baftle or not. We have hundreds, aye,
thousands of men ‘on our pension roll to-day, some of them
foreigners and some of whom live abroad, who are pensioned
because of disabilities received in line of duty. This provision
would prevent them from receiving a single penny in the way of
a pension, !

Pass this amendment, if you like, but never again say that
your slde of the House i8 in favor of pensions to the old sol-
diers. [Applause.] Pass this amendment, if you will, but never
again on the public rostrum say that you afe in favor of pen-
slons to old soldiers for service, but say instead that you are
in favor of a pension to a pauper. Place your support of pen-
sions to old soldiers on a pauper basis, if yon will, but never
again refer to that bill which bears the name of that brave
general who represents a constituency on the floor of this House
and whose name was attached to that great bill as a service-
pension bill. In the future say that it was a pension for
paupers. [Applause on the Republican side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Towa has
expired.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes.

'I‘_he':, CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest "

There was no objection.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chalrman, this provision ought to be de-
feated by practically the unanimous membership of this body.
This amendment has no place in a pension Lill at this time.

Think of it! As Judge Lochren said in that report, the men
and women from whom you will withhold pensions, the class
who will be excluded, are the very class that need the pensions
the most. True they live in other countries, where perhaps they
can live more cheaply than they can in this country. As
was well said by the gentleman from Missouri, many of these
pensions dre paid to wicdows living in Ireland, who gave sons
or fnthers to the cause of (he Union. They may have become
citizens of the United States and returned to thelr native coun-
try; and now if we adopt this amendment we shall send to
‘them the message that they can no longer receive a pension.
To the other provision of the amendment we say to the man who
is frugal, the man who is industrious, but who may have given
four of the best years of his life fo the defense of his country,

WM. TOCHREN,
Commissioner,
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and his country’s flag, “ If your income is $1,200 a year, you
can not receive one penny of a service pension,”

Pass this amendment, if you will, but let it be known that
it is the pension program of that side of the House, that this is
the plan of Democracy as to the prineiple on which pensions
should be granted and paid. [Applause,] -

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. On which side of the amendment does the
gentleman desire to speak? All the speeches that have been
made have been against il. The Chair wishes to allernate, if
possible.

Mr, GRAY. I want fo make a speech against this amendment.

Mr. BORLAND. I want to offer a substitute.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri offers a sub-
stitute, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That no pension shall be pald to any person out of this

approprintion who I8 receiving a salary or wage in excess of $2,000 per
annum, whether pald annually, monthly, or at other periods, except such
person be on the pension roll for actual disabilities received in the service ;
Provided jurther, That no penslon shall be pald to any person out of
this appropriation who is recciving or bas an income other than in the
last preceding proviso that amounts to more than $2,000 per annum, or
who owns property, resl or perscnal, in excess of $10,000, except such
}mmnn be on the rip:»nsion roll for actual disabilitles in the service:
*rovided further, That no pension shall be pald to any person out of
this nppl'O}ill‘iﬂ{‘lnn who resides In a forelgn country and is not a citizen
of the United States, except such person be on the pension roll for
actual disabilities in the service or as the widow of a soldier,

MESSACE FREOM THE SENATE,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Garner having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of ils clerks, announced that the
Senate had passed without amendment bill of the following title:

I1. R. 3432, An act to reinstate Frank Ellsworth McCorkie
as a cadet at United States Military Academy.

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of
the following titles, asked a conference with the House on the
disagreeing voles of the two Houses thereon, and had ap-
pointed Mr. Suivery, Mr, Jouxson, and Mr. Smoor as the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate: ¥

8. 40567, An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and
of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and
dependent relatives of guch soldlers and sailors;

S. 4552, An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
cerinin soldiers and sallors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors;

§.4852. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors;

8.4260. An get granting penslons and increase of pensions to
cevtain soldlers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and
of wars otheér than the Civil War, and to certain widows and
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sallors; and

§.4168. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sallors.

T'he message also announced that the Senate had disagreed
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill
(8. 661) for the relief of the widow of Thomas B, McQOlintie,
decensed, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing
votes of the two Housges thereon, and had appointed Mr, BRYAN,
Mr. MarTin of Virginia, and Mr. CrAwFORD as the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that, in compliance with the
provisions of House concurrent resolution No. 39, the Vice
President had appointed Mr. Savrcssury, Mr. RopinNson, Mr.
O'GorMAR, Mr. VARDAMAN, Mr. Garuinger, Mr. KeEnyown, and
My, Brapy as the committee on the part of the Senate to attend
the exercises to held in Brooklyn, N. Y., May 11, 1914, in honor
of the men of the Navy and Marine Corps who lost their lives
at Vera Crusz, Mexico.

PENSIONS.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. BORLAND, Mr. Chairman——

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of
order against the amendment.

Mr. DAVIS., I make the point of order.

The CHATIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Rorranp] desire to address the committee?

Mr. BORLAND. I desire to address the committee, but if the
gentleman makes a point of order I will say that this substitute
is in the precise words of an amendment which was held ip
order on I'ebruary 18, 1913, when the last pension bill was
under consideration.

The CHHAIRMAN, Wilhout discussing that proposition, the
Chairis inclined to Lhink, in his own mind, that both are out of .
order; bul as the Chair ruled Lhe olher in order, he will hold
this algo to be in order. The Chair will staie that he ruled the
other in order because of the precedents.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chaimnan, the genileman from Iowa
[Mr. Goop] has made a very eloquent and touching speech about
the widows in Ireland. I thought if we let him go long enough,
either he or the gentleman from Obio would make that speech
about the widows in Ireland, Now, in ihis substitute 1 have
taken care of the widows in Ireland, and not a widow in Ireland
will lose her pension by virtue of this amendment. Therefore
the political activity of widows In Ireland as a politieal asset
of gentlemen in the Northern States will cense. Thoy will no
longer be a political asset to those gentlemen,

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BORLAND. No; not at thig particular time.

Mr. GOOD, I want to ask whal you have done about the
volers?

Mr. BORLAND. Just at this particular moment I wili not
yield. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon] was a member of

the subcommittee which reported this pension bill two years
ago, and he knows the facts which were developed at fhat time,
that I referred to here a few minutes ago, that ithe amount paid
to foreign pensioners had increased 300 per cent in 20 years.
In 1893 it was $350,000. It is now $967.000, and 1 know that
that increase is not accounted for by the widows in Ireland. T
have a suspicion that a large amount of that increase is ac-
counted for by old soldiers who lhave gone {o western Canada
and have renounced their American citizenship for the purpose
of becoming homesteaders upon Canadian lands, and are now
there voting in Canada. I rather suspect that we are furnish-
ing a large amount of the living expenses of men who are try-
ing to develop that boom country in western Canada. I under-
take to say that a very large per cent of the $067,000 hasg gone
in that direction.

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BORLAND. Cerlainly.

Mr. BARTLETT. Of the 5495 pensioners, 2,870 reside in
Canada.

Mr. BORLAND. More than 50 per cent of the fareign pen-
sioners are citizens of Canada, so that the widows-in-Ireiand
proposition is exploded now for good. There is no more
political asset in the appeal to ihe sentiment in favor of the
widows of Ireland. It gets down to a plain proposition that
you gentlemen must face on that side of the House, whether you
are willing to expend the money of the American people, the
money of the old soldiers who are in {his country, ns well as
others, in the payment of pensions to men whe have re-
nownced and abandoned their country.

Mr. MADDEN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BORLAND. Certainly..

Mr. MADDEN. The question is, Did the men who are living
in Canada or any other counitry in the-world serve the United
States as soldiers during the Civil War?

Mr. BORLAND. That is not the guestion.

Mr. MADDEN. And have they an honorable discliarge?

Mr. BORLAND, That is not the question, the genticman
who ig familiar with the pension laws knows that all countries
have adopted a policy to pay men who have incurred disability
in the service, We have gone beyond that and we. not only
pay men who incur disability in the service but we pay those
who are not disabled. We have gone beyond the point of dis-
ability which is the real foundation for pensions. The man
who lost an arm or a leg or has shattered health or constitu-
tion from service to his country is entitled to something from
his country. That is ne gratuity. Dut when you go beyond
that and pay men simply because of service, then you are
doing what no civilized country has ever done or does to-day,
and when you go still further and do what these gentlemen
urge, take the money of your citizens to pay it to the men
living abroad who are not American citizens and who have not
incurred disabilities in the service, you are doing something
that no country ever did and which nobody undertook to de-
fend. It was never proposed in any legislative body in the
world except this body, that pensions should be paid to men
gho had incurred no disabilify and who had renounced their

ag.

Mr. CAMPBHELI. Mr. Chalrman, I rise in opposition ta the
amendment. I am amazed at.the atlitude of the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Borranp]. Does he forgel that this conntry
fs also the only great country in the world that does not con-
stantly maintain a large standing army; but always depends in
a time of emergency upon the volunfeer soldier?
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Many of the old soldiers who are living in Canada to-day
and are drawing a small pension from the United States are
men who volunteered, who offered their services and best years
of their lives to their country; and if now they can better their
material condition or improve it in any way by moving to Can-
ada, the gentleman from Missouri would eut off their pensions
and any recognition for the services rendered to their country.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL. For a question. .

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman
if it is his intention to remain here during the war?

Mr. TAGGART. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes.

Mr. TAGGART. Would the investigation of 450,000 cases to
ascertain whether or not every pensioner on the pension roll
might be receiving $2,000 a year or more;, or who might have
joined the Dominion of Canada and might have forfeited his
pension—wounld not these investigations cost mere than would
be saved by this amendment?

Mr. CAMPBELL. I thank the gentleman from Kansas for
calling my attention to that.. The faect is: that if the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri prevails it. will
accomplish the purpose that he has in view. It will delay the
payment of pensions of more than half of the men who are
to-day drawing pensions. Many of them, while they are proving
that they do not receive an income of $2,000 a year independent
of their pension, will probably pass to the great beyond, while
investigators for the Pension Bureau are endeavoring to find
out whether they are entitled to pensions at all that the Sher-
wood bill intended that they should have and that all the pension
laws enacted since 1862 intended they should have.

Mr. RUCKER. To whom does the gentleman refer?

Mr. CAMPBELL. To the gentleman from Missouri, Mr.
BORLAND.

‘Mr. RUCKER. I introduced the amendment, and I do not
wish to be lost sight of. ;

Mr. CAMPBELL. The amendment and the substitute should
be defeated in the interest of just pensions to soldiers who
served their country when It needed their services.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kamnsas
has expired.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have always
taken very liberal ground upon this pension matter, and the
district which I have the honor to represent has sustained me
in that, but I have heard so often and so often of this matter of
a pension certificate being a certificate of honor that I confess
I have grown somewhat aweary of the story. My friend from
Illinois [Mr. MappeN], with whom upon a great many ques-
tions I am in agreement, made quite an impassioned speech
upon that question and insisted that gentlemen who did not
need a pension were drawing it because of the faet that it
was a certificate of honor. Mr. Chairman, I desire te present
what I concelve to be a certificate of honor in connection with
the pension matter., During the Spanish-American War a
young man went out and served as a soldier from one of the
counties in the district that I have the honer to represent. He
contracted disease, rheumatism, for which, when he made appli-
cation, he was granted a pension. He drew that pension for
some years, just how long I do not know, but when his quarterly
check went to him for the quarter ending November 4, 1913,
he addressed the following letter, a copy of which I hold in
my hand, to the Commissioner of Pensions:

BROWNSVILLE, TENE., November 10, 1913.

Buraav oF PENS10NS,
Washington, X o.,

GexTLEMEN ¢ I herewith surrender pengion, as I feel my condl-
t!mi is such I no longer am entitled it. &fsn return last check
pent me.

Yours, very truly, W. BEn MARTIN.

[Applaunse.]

Mr. Chairman, I shall take the liberty of reading the reply of
the Commissioner of Pensions, in order that this young man’s
record may appear fully, It is as follows:

NoveusEr 18, 1913,
Mr. W. Bex MartIN, Brownsville, Tenn,

Dean Bir: I have received gunr letter of the 10th instant transmitﬁng
& check for $18 In pa.gnen of your pension certificate No. 112943
for the gquartér ending November 4, 1913, and your penslon certificate,
You state that your conditlon Is such that you belleve you are no longer
entitled to a pension and you therefore surrender your pension certificate
and the check above mentioned. Io response L have to advise you that
in accordance with your mguest the check, dated the 4th [nstant, for

18 lhasmbien canceled and your name has been dropped from the
pension

I have examined the records in your on case and find that youn
had a very creditable service from ifafv 4, 1808, to February 12, 1&'@9
mlrlniuthe War with Spain, and that you confracted rheumatism and
resulting disease of the heart during service,

I congratulate you upon the stand that you have taken. You were
yery patriotic enlisting in the serviee, and the Government had need of
Just such brave and loyal men as yom were, and now your voluntary
relinquishment of the pension Is" an additional evidenes of your

triotism and loyalty, and entitles you to. the thanks of all good men,

t would be very gratifying, Indeed, if everybody who is recelving a pen-
sion who honestly and conseientiously knows that it ought not to be
given to them would take the same action that you have. I honor you
and praise you for it.
Yery truly, yours,
G. M. BALTZGABRER, Commissfoner.

[Applause.]

I regard that letter of Mr. Martin as a certificate of highest
honor. [Applause.]

Mr., GRAY. Mr. Chairman, T am opposed to war, but as
long as we have war I am in favor of pensions. The avernge
age of the soldier of the Clvil War is past 70 years. His allot-
ment of three score years and ten has more than expired, He
is standing upon the verge of the grave, listening for the bugle
of time to call him to the great beyond. His final summons is
past due. Time has invaded his home. His family is gone,
and he is alone, hovering over the cold ashes of age in the
bleak winter of life. Impelled by vicissitudes rather than
choice, he has left the country for which he fought in the
vigor of young manhood, to live with a son, or a daughter, or a
grandehild, or to pass his few remaining days with some rela-
tive or friend of his boyhood in the land of his birth. If you
ask why he does not stay in a soldlers’ home, I answer, because
it 1s not home. He would rather go back to a log house with a
dirt floor and sleep on a bed of straw and live with his children,
with his old-time neighbors, to be buried in his own church-
yard among the graves of his family and departed friends.

I am opposed to taking away the pensions of these old sol-
diers. T belleve that once a soldier of this Nation always a
soldier of this Natlon. [Applause.]

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to these amend-
ments which have been offered to this bill. Without impugning
the motives of anyone, or without even suggesting that my
friend from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp], who gratuitously assumed
that I was making a political speech, was undertaking to make
a political speech himself, I want to say that T do not believe
this is the time to legislate upon this great question. The very
fact that these two amendments which have been offered are
utterly incongruous and inconsistent, and the further fact that
probably there are not five Members on the floor at this time
who know what the amendments provide, are sufficient reasons
for me to form my conclusion that it is not wise or desirable
or safe legislation In the Interest of the country and of the old
soldler to complicate the payment of pensions by the adop-
tion of these amendments.

The question as to whether there ought to be any limitation
as to the payment of pensions based npon the amount of income
is a very grave question. I have a definite netion about that. T
am of the opinion that pensions shounld be paid as a just obliga-
tion of the Government to its faithful and patriotic defenders,
and as an honorable recognition of the services of heroiec men
fighting for the flag. The granting of a pension is not a gratuity,
neither is it an aet of charity; but no matter what I belleve,
or what others believe, on that proposition, I want to suggest,
absolutely without partisan feeling, that it seems to me it is
unwise and unfair to the old soldiers to provide that not ene
single dollar of the pension money appropriated in this great
appropriation bill shall be paid unless it shall be ascertained
that the pensioner does not have more than a eertain amount of
income. Neither of the distinguished gentlemen from Missouri
has ondertaken to provide any means whereby the amount of
this income can be ascertained. Unless some means shall be
provided In the law for the ascertainment of the soldler’s in-
come on pension day, all payment of pensions would be delayed
indefinitely, and the old soldiers and those dependent upon
them would suffer thereby. In my judgment a soldier is en-
titled to his pension without being compelled to make oath that
be is in need. This Government can not afford to be parsimoni-
ous with the fast-disappearing army of 1861-1865.

It is stated in the amendment propesed by the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Rucker] that this pension money shall not be
paid on any day of payment unless the Commissioner of Pen-
sions shall have ascertained certain facts with reference to the
income of the pensioners. Now, gentlemen, stop for a moment
and think. What does that mean? Under the present method
of paying pensions it means. if the law is to be lived up to,
that at least four times a year in some method that the gentle-
man from Missouri has not indicated in his amendment, and
which he could not indicate in an amendment prepared hurriedly
and introduced on a great appropriation bill of this kind—in
some way the Commissioner of Pensions is to ascertain the
monthly income of every pensioner in the country. Now, I
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insist, gentlemen of the committee, that it is not a practieal or
just method of dealing with this question, even if the House is
determined to abandon the policy which it has already decided
upon, namely, that of paying pensions, not only because of
wounds received or diseases incurred in the service, but because
of age and length of term of service. I recognize the fact that
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borranp] is perfectly con-
sistent in proposing this amendment, because;, as I recall, he
has always strenuously and consistently opposed pension legis-
lation based upon age and service, and I am not now question-
ing his motives as to that, but I am saying to those who believe
in the system of paying pensions that is now upon the statute
books, that was put there under the leadership of that gallant
old soldler who sits across the aisle, my colleagne, Gen. SHER-
woop [applause], if you believe in that system of paying pen-
slons, it is unwise, it is unfair to the old soldiers of this country
to provide in this slipshod method, In such a way that not even
the author of the amendment himself can indicate, that the pen-
sion shall be held up until the commissioner shall decide the
amount of the income of each pensioner. This great civil strife
closed almost a half century ago; the average age of its heroic
survivors is over 70 years, and they are fast passing into the
great beyond; their fond recollection is the consciousness of
service well performed, and a Nation's gratitude well earned.
Let us not fail in appreciation at this late hour. I hope these
amendments will be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is going to recognize the gentle-
man from Tennessee, and then the Chair hopes that the commit-
tee will be ready to vote.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I am in favor of this amendment. I think my colleagues
will agree that I have exhibited a very liberal attitude on the
subject of pensions since I have been a Member of this House.
As 1 member of a subcommittee of the Committee on Military
Affairs that has to do with these matters I have seen that in
every case where a man honestly fought for his country and by
some mischance or accldent had some defect in his record that
did not involve moral turpitude, and where the ex-soldier needed
the pension, I have always seen that that man went on the
pension rolls, because I believe that a man who honestly fought
for his country and honestly served his country in time of war
ought to be on the pension rolls if by reason of old age or dis-
ability incurred in the service he needs help and has no inde-
pendent support. But I want to call the attention of gentle-
men of this committee to the remarkable figures about pensions.
We pay $169,000,000, as provided in this bill, for pensions every
year. How much do you suppose that all the nations of all the
earth pay their ex-soldiers? Would not you think it reasonable
to suppose that all the nations of all the earth would pay to
their ex-soldiers as much pensions as we pay? The fact is all
the nations of all the earth pay but $1,166,000 in pensions,. We
pay more than one hundred and fifty times as much as England,
France, Germany, Russia, and all other nations put together
pay. We actually pay to residents in Canada more money in
pensions than the Government of Canada pays to its own sol-
diers in pensions. We pay more in any one week, nay, three
times as much in a week, in pensions than all the nations of
the earth pay in a year. I say we ought to be liberal toward
our old soldiers, but we are carrying our liberality to an absurd
extreme when we pay pensions to the rich just as we do to the
needy, and to those who have expatriated themselves just as we
do to our own citizens,

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. We ought to be fair to them, but it does
seem to me, in the interest of good government and in the inter-
est of economy and in justice to all our people, we should draw
the line somewhere, and why should not we draw that line
where it will not hurt? Why not withdraw these bounties to the
rich? Why not withdraw them from the aliens? If a man is
drawing as much as $2,000 a year in a salary or income, he
does not need to be a pensioner upon the Government’s bounty,
in miy humble judgment. If he is patriotie, he ought not to want
a pension. If he loves his country, he ought not to measure his
love in money at so muech per guarter.

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes.

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman says he intends to be fair in
the matter of paying pensions. I notice in the appropriation

'bill here before the House last year, simply making appropria-
tlons to pay the pensions which the law provides, the gentle-
man voted against that appropriation bill.

Mr. MCKELLAR. That is entirely true and I expect to vote

against this bill. I shall vote against any bill that votes the
‘people’s money indiscriminately to those who fought for the

Union and to those who did not fight for it until years after
when they saw the benefits of a pension roll.

Mr. GOOD. Does the gentleman think that is generosity?

Mr. MCKELLAR. It may not be generosity, but it is honesty.
I think that is entirely fair, for this reason: I do not blame
you gentlemen from the North for desiring to give liberal
pensions to the deserving and needy old soldiers. I am with
you in that. But, when you go further and inclunde in your
bills these emormous bounties to men in your districts, the
great number of whom could have never heard the artil-
lery roar, nor counld never have seen the smoke of battle,
then I am against you, for I take it, that none of us really
believe that 50 years after the Civil War has closed, there are
450,000 survivors of the Union Army as shown by these pension
records, which survivors are still alive. Nature does not ex-
tend their lives simply because they were in the Army. Coming
from the tenth district of Tennessee, as I do, where my people
are very naturally entirely opposed to pensions, which they are
taxed to pay and no part of which they receive or ought to
receive, I refiect their views and thelr wishes, as I believe,
when I cast my vote against these bills.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKELLAR, On the other hand, though, whenever it
comes to a question of being fair te the soldier who really
fought for the Union, I always vote to put him on the pension
roll, for I love the Union myself, and admire the patriotism
and valor of the men who fought for it

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield to a guestion?

Mr. McKELLAR. I will

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee believe
that such legislation as this tends to encourage the patriotism
that is needed now in the face of a war with Mexico?

Mr. McKELLAR. I want to say to the gentleman, that if
patriotism has fallen so low in this country that we have to
pay for it in pensions, then God save our country. [Applause.]
I want to say to the gentleman that in that part of the ecountry
where I come from, from that part of our land that is south
of the Potomac River, where we do not receive pensions as
they do in the North——

Mr. MADDEN. And where you ought not to.

Mr. McKELLAR (continuing). If we have trouble with
Mexico or any other nation, you will find the young men and
the old men of our Sonthland, where we are not paid to be
patriotic but where we love our country and our flag, rising as
one man to defend the flag of the Republic. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MADDEN. And at the same time rise as one man to
prevent the payment of pensions to the old soldiers?

Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. FESS rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgian [Mr. BAgrT-
LETT] is recognized.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous
consent to close this debate in 10 minutes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Move to close it now.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that all debate on this amendment shall be closed in 10 min-
utes, and if I do not get unanimous consent I am going to move
to close debate,

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman——

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bart-
LETT] asks unanimous consent to close the debate in 10 minutes.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
The Chair is going to recognize the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
FEss] now and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker]
to close.

PENSIONS.

Mr, FESS. Mr, Chairman, I have not said anything upon the
pension legislation of this House, and what I say now will not
impugn the motives of anybody in expressing his opinion, elther
in amendments proposed to the bill or what hans been said in
support of amendments. The situation growing out of the Civil
War, where so much bitterness was inevitable, would cause
one's motives probably to be impugned if his utterances were
not entirely clear when he speaks on pension matters. All I
rise to say is this, that the Civil War was the greatest contest
that history knows anything about between two wings of the
Anglo-Saxon people, taking two distinet views of our system of
Federal Government, and when it closed the most remarkably
dramatic and in many ways historieal event that is known in
the history of civil government took place. I want to repeat to
this group of men that, in my judgment, the greatest single inci-.
dent in the history of civil government in the world was the
successful ending of that war for the preservation of this Union.
There is nn doubt in the mind of any man upon elther side of
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this House as to that statement. It is now 49 years since that
sublime scene at Appomattox took place, where the great gen-
~eral, the conquering hero, and leader of the forces of the Fed-
eral Army, received, in recognition of the splendid abilities of
the peerless man from Virginia, the leader of the Confederate
forces, not the sword, but rather the symbol of surrender. The
scene was brightened when it was stated that we do not want
to humiliate anybody in this country, especially a soldiery of
the type of those laying down their arms. Therefore that tre-
mendous confliict eloged with less rancor between thé two leaders,
as well as between their followers, and I do not believe any-
thing ought to be said upon the floor now, either on this side or
on that, that would indicate that we want to revive any ill feeling
between the two sides. [Applause.] All I am asking, 49 years
after its close, with the average age of those who fought for
the Nation's life beyond 70, when no great number can longer
remain, is that we do not make any move in any way to reduce
our appreciation of the men who fought in this struggle for the
preservation of the Union. [Applause.]

Let us not make any change of policy at this late day. I say
this not to impugn anybody’s motive. I only ask Members not
to run counter to their own judgment, but let the Sherwood
bill stand unamended until we amend it by giving greater recog-
nition. If such an amendment as that is proposed, I will sup-
port it. These amendments subtract. Do not take it away.
[Applause.] I would not take any pension away from the man
70 years old, who leaves the United States to go into Canada, a
newer country, to try to make a home there because, perhaps,
there is an opportunity, or, at least, a better opportunity, up
there that he has not had here beceuse of the incentives held out
to settlers. I would not take it away from him. I would not
take it away from the man who, because of his ability, is en-
abled to draw $100 a month, for I would not want to put our
pension policy upon a pauper basis, but would want to put it
on a service basis. And because he happens to be able to com-
mand a salary, I would not punish him by taking it away from
him. I call upon the membership of this House in 1914, 50
years after the struggle has closed, not to start a movement to
reduce our appreciation of the men who fought in this tremendous
war for the Union. And that is not said in any derogation of
the splendid abilities and soldierly qualities that are recognized
in the men who fought on the other side of this great struggle.

I speak to my friends from the Southland and I speak to my
friends from the Northland, Let us act now as if we have
not forgotten the valiant services of the gallant men or lessened
the appreciation that we owe to this citizenship. I hope that
both of these amendments will be voted down and that we shall
take no backward step in our treatment of the men who made
possible the Nation as we behold it to-day, a half century later.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN.
expired.

[Mr. RUCKER addressed the commitiee. See Appendix.]

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHERwooD] may have three
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BArT-
1err] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. SHERwoop] may have three minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have voted, I believe,
consistently against giving old-age pensions to soldiers who
have renounced their allegiance to the United States. I think
I shall vote for the Borland amendment, because that takes
care of every soldier who was disabled in the service. I can
not understand how that will do any injustice to any soldier
who served during the Civil War.

1 have always opposed age pensions. I said on the floor of the
House when my pension bill was pending that I was in favor
of a pension for service and disability. That age pension pro-
vision was put on in the Senate as a compromise. I do not be-
lieve there is any merit in being old. In two Congresses I
have been the oldest man in Congress, and if there is any merit
in being old or any virtue in being old then I am the most vir-
tuous man in this Congress. [Laughter and applause.] When
my pension bill was finally enacted I said I would never accept
a pension under the Sherwood bill, because it pensioned a man
for age, or because he was old. I never have and never will
apply for a pension under that law, because I believe in making
the pension roll a roll of honor, for service or disability. [Ap-
plause.] I shall support this amendment, because I do not be-
lieve that a man who thinks this country is not good enough to
live in, a man who repudiates that flag that hangs above our
handsome Chairman, and who swears allegiance to a foreign

The time of the gentleman from Ohio has

couniry, has any business to take money onunt of the United
States Treasury. I am in favor of taking all we can get for
soldiers who still stand by the flag. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment has been offered by the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker], and to that a substi-
tute is offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borranb].
The question will first be taken on the substitite.

Mr. GORDON. Can we not have the substitute reported?

Mr. GORMAN., I ask unanimous consent that the substitute
and amendment be reported.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute.

The substitute offered by Mr. BorrLAaND was again read.

The question being taken on the substitute, on a division (de-
manded by Mr. BorLAND) there were—ayes 25, noes 80.

Accordingly the substitute was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the orig-
inal amendment offered by the gentleman from Missourl [Mr,
Rucker].

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, in view of”the returns we
havet- just had, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the amend-
men

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman ecan not withdraw the
amendment except by unanimous consent.

Several Members objected.

The guestion being taken, the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the hill,

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, T move that the committee
do now rise and report the bill back to the House with the
recommendation that it do pass.

I\{r. RUCKER. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the Recorbp.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTLETT].

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Murray of Oklahoma, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 15280) making appropriations for the payment of in-
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1915, and for other purposes, and had directed
him to report the same back to the House with the recommenda-
tion that the bill do pass.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the bill to the final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. BARTLETT, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

CORTRIBEUTIONS FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES.

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to file a privileged re-
port (H. Rept. 655) of the committee appointed under House
resolution 256, to investigate and report whether any Member
has been guilty of violating the provisions of the eriminal code
by soliciting confributions for political purposes, known as the
Doremus investigation, and to announce that on some day next
week I will call up the matter for consideration. I file also the
views of the minority and ask that both reports be printed.

The SPHAKER. The report and the views of the minority
will be printed and referred to the House Calendar.

SENATE EILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indicated below:

8. 5065. An act for the relief of Mirick Burgess; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

8.1703. An act for the relief of George P. Chandler; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

8.1086. An act for erecting a suitable memorial to John
Ericsson; to the Committee on the Library.

8.5066. An act to increase the authorization for a public
building at Osage City, Kans.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

S.J. Res. 95. Joint resolution providing for method of im-
proving channels giving access to military reservations or forti-
fications; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

8. J. Res. 139. Joint resolution to authorize the President to
grant leave of absence to an officer of the Corps of Engineers
for the purpose of accepting an appointment under the Govern-
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ment of China on works of conservation and public improve-
ment; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
WILLIAM T. GRADY—LEAVE TO WITHDEAW PAPERS.

By unanimous consent,- af the request of Mr. CAMPBELL,
Jeave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, with-
out leaving copies, the papers in the case of William T. Grady,
Sixiy-third Congress, second session, no adverse report having

| been made thereon.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Dy unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
DirTeIcK, for 10 days, on account of illness.
ADJOURNMERT.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 15
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, May 11,
1914, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of
the Treasury, iransmitting copy of a communication of the Sec-
retary of War, submitting estimates of deficlency in appropria-
tions required by the War Department for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1914 (H. Doc. No. 970), was taken from the Speaker's
table, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered
1o be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8593) amending the

building regulations of the District of Columbia by providing |

for the better protection of persons engaged in and about the
construction, repairing, alterations, or removal of buildings,
bridges, viaduets, and other structures, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 649), which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on Punblic Buildings and
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 13611) authoriz-
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to disregard the provision
contained in the public-building act approved March 4, 1913.
requiring open space for fire protection about the proposed
Federal building at Salisbury, Md., reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 650), which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. CARLIN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the resolution (H. J. Res. 168) proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, reported
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
652), which said bill and report were referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. CHANDLER of New York, from the Committee on the
Judiciary, to which was referred the resolution (H. J. Res. 1)
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States extending the right of suffrage to women, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. €53),
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on the Judi-
clary, to which was referred the bill (5.485) to amend section 1
of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws
relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 654),
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under claunse 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Military Aftairs, o
which was referred the bill (H. R. 16358) for the relief of Abra-
ham Kauffmann, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 651), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLE, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

I
L
'
)

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 16414) providing for a
military highway between the Government arsenal at Augusta,
Ga., and the Government fort at Fort Screven, Tybee Island,
Ga., by way of the Old Stockade in Jenkins County, Ga.; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H, R. 16415) aunthorizing the Secre-
tary of War to make certain donations of condemned cannon and
cannon balls; to the Commitiee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 16416) to provide for recog-
nizing the services of certain officers of the Army and Navy, late
members of the Isthmian Canal Commission, by extending to
them the thanks of Congress; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. POST: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 265) relating to
the awards and payments thereon in what is commonly known
aGs the Plaza cases; to the Committee on Public Buildings and

rounds,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 16417) granting an increase
of pension to James Edward Dare; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16418) granting an increase of pension to
Adam Forney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 16419) granting an in-
crease of pension to John H. Smith; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 16420) granting an
increase of pension fo Artaminsa Carpenter; to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. BOWDLE: A bill (H. R. 16421) granting an increase
of pension to Missoura A. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 16422) granting an increase of pension fo
John W. Hamilton; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16423) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph H. Woodruff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16424) for the
relief of Lloyd C. Stark; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 16425) for the relief of the
Schwarzchild & Sulzberger Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (H. R. 16420) granting a pen-
sion to Harry 8. Comrey; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 16427) granting a pension to
Hlizabeth Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 16428) granting a pension
to Thomas J. Moore; to the Committee on Pensiens.

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16429) for
the relief of the esiate of Richard Brown, deceased; to the
Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. KEISTER: A bill (H. R. 16430) for the relief of
John Oursler; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 16431) to
validate the homestead entry of William H. Miller; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. NEELY of West Virginia : A bill (H. R. 16432) grant-
ing an increase of pemsion to Franeis M. Hockinbery; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PETERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 16433) granting a
pension to Edward J. Glennon; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16434) granting an increase of pension to
Tevl Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16435) for the relief of Stephen A. 'Win-
chell; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. POST: A bill {H. R. 16436) granfing an increase of
gmslon to David R. Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons. q

Also, a bill (H. R. 18437) granting an increase of pension to
James W. Welsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 16438) granting an increase
of pension to Andrew J. Dolph; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. K. 16439) granting an increase of
Pension to Nelson J. Letts; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

PETITIONS, ETO
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid

Undér clause 3 af Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

were introdnced and severally referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petitions of sundry citizens

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 16413) authorizing the erection | of Redondo Beach, Cal.; Roberts, Ill.; Middletown, N. Y.; and
of n post-office building at Crockett, Tex.; to the Committee on | Indianapolis, Ind., against polygamy in the United States; to

Public Buildings and Grounds.

the Committee on the Judiclary.
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Also (by request), petition of the city council of New Orleans,
La., favoring Hamill bill (H. R. 5139) to pension postal em-
ployees; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. AIKEN: Resolutions of a Democratic convention of
Anderson County, 8. C., indorsing administration of President
Wilson ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ALLEN: Petitions of sundry citizens of Hamilton
County, Ohio, and other citizens of Ohlo, against national pro-
hibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petition of the Coshocton (Ohio) Glass
Co., protesting against national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BAILEY (by request) : Petitions of A. J. Bird, J. 8.
Oakes, F. G. Kellar, Ira King, Walter Furl, D. W, Dietz, V. G.
Bowman, R. H. Hammer, L. D. Miller, C. W. Shaffer, F. H.
Randle, Daniel Statler, M. L. Rankin, J. R. Keeler, W. E. Old-
ham, M. \V. Shaffer, John Hitshew, D. B. Kring, W. B. Benson,
W. A. Blough, H. V. Eppley, J. 8. Mosholder, J. H. Kring, J. 8.
Long, Jacob Esterly, Solomon Kimmel, C. 8. Mishler, C. E.
Thomas, E. T. Grubb, George Wentz, David G. Evans, Henry
Blum, J. T. Glesmer, B. E. Slick, Homer Blanset, R. W. Mardis,
Frank Harbaugh, 8. R. Cullis, W. H. Queer, M. W. Swabb,
H. M. Heinze, J. C. Hildebrand, A. L. Hildebrand, J. W. Heinze,
E. T. Heflley, A. C. Ahlborn, George Boxerdale, Charles A.
Manges, T. J. Hughes, E. E. Hickler, George Brown, F. E.
Cooper, J. W. Schnabel, T. B. Dixon, George P. Bauer, J. F.
Leese, C. E. Frank, 8. J. Davis, Alex Hofecker, E. P. Ditzeler,
M. S. Edwards, C. M. Gill, Anderson Wertz, J. W. Harshberger,
Jacob Wingard, Lee Wingard, J. D. Strayer, 8. N. Carpenter,
F. B. Kinzey, H. H. Bolden, Cecil Criller, Benoni Kauffman,
H. F. Heffley, Henry Grush, W. H. C. Sprengle, Lewis Weaver,
John Dignan, F. L. Wilson, Harry Wolfard, A. M. Wilson,
R. W. Wallace, John Philips, J. A. Atkinson, William K. Moore,
Gabriel Klue, Henry Lenhart, D. 8. Wilson, 8. D. Bracken,
G. Collins, E, B. Stockberger, Jacob Wallace, J. C. Neff, L. 8.
Berkey, H. L. Berkey, N. L. Boyts, George Hofecker, Joseph
Kantner, William J. Pifer, H. W. Manges, H. M. Shaver, C. H.
Kieffer, George W. Shaver, Daniel Snavely, 8. A. Whyte,
George Moyer, H. 8. Slick, Willinm H. Shaver, R. W. Horner,
Edgar Bentley, H. H. Weimer, G. H. Wolfe, R. O. Miller, R. E.
Boyt, Robert Stephens, W. L. Kauffman, all of Johnstown, Pa.,
for passage of House joint resolution 168, relative to national
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

Also (by request) : Petitions of Brice Sell, F. A. Langham,
J. U. Benton, J. A. Sell, Fred Benton, Simon Sell, Martin 8.
Greenleaf, D. D, Sell, C. L. Anderson, Leo Schilling, J, H.
Harker, John Sell, T. A. Sell, 8. A, Sell, Mrs. Fred Benton, Mrs.
J. Ui. Benton, Mathew Sell, Amelia Benton, Mary Benton, Mrs.
A. Water, Ruth E. Benton, Mary Sell, Mrs. Luke Bowser, Ches-
ter Langham, Sara M. Langham, Mrs. James A, Sell, Mrs. C. R.
Allen, Mrs. Brice Sell, Mrs. Jennie Sell, Mrs. David Beck,
Arvilla Sell, Edna Anderson, Mrs. Minnie Baker, Harry Baker,
Emory Langham, Mrs. F. A. Langham, Essington Bowser, Mrs.
Sarah E. Allison, Mrs. Margaret Feighter, Mrs. Clara Sell,
all of Hollidaysburg; Jerry Snowberger, Ira Snowberger, A, L.
Miller, Archie Claar, Burdine Claar, E. H. Claar, Grant Snow-
berger, Sue Keagy, H. D. King, Mrs. H. 8. King, Gary Ruggles,
Florine Snowberger, Louis Holland, Luke Bowser, Marella
Snowberger, Rachel R. Claar, Florine Claar, E. R. Zeigler, Jen-
nie R. Zeigler, Mrs. George Zeigler, Pearl Miller, Elmer Zeigler,
all of East Freedom; also, J. M. Greenleaf, Anthony Walters,
J. H. De Haas, Mrs, Elizabeth Wineland, Mrs. J. M. Greenleaf,
Bertha Greenleaf, Anna Greenleaf, Harriet M. McGraw, all of
McKee; also, F. A. Bowser, James W. Hammel, Mrs. James
Hammel, Mrs. Laura Wyant, Mrs. Grover Diehl, Mrs. Bertha
Hammel, Miss Laura Hammel, all of Newry; also, Ethel A.
Manges, of Roaring Spring; Mrs. Laura Hoover, of Brooks
Mills; and William B. Singer, of Lamersville; H. G. King, Mrs.
Grant Snowberger, East Freedom; all in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, for passage of House joint resolution 168, relative to
national prohibition.

Also, petitions of White, Hentz & Co., of Philadelphia;
John Finn, of South Fork; and J. V. Leonard, of Gallitzin, all in
the State of Pennsylvania, protesting against national prohibi-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of the Spangler Branch of the William A.
Sunday Antiliquor Association and the Men’s Club of the Span-
gler Presbyterian Church, favoring national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Local Union, No. 146, United Mine Workers
of America, of Hopewell, Pa., favoring Government intervention
in mining district of Colorado; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of sundry citizens ol New Jersey,
t.;u'orlng national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of New Jersey, against na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BARNHART: Petition of sundry citizens of Laporte,
Michigan Oity, South Bend, Rochester, Lapaz, Akron, Misha-
waka, Hamlet, Elkhart, Knox, and other cities in the State of
Indiana, in opposition to Hobson prohibition amendment; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BATHRICK : Petitions of sundry citizens of Barber-
ton; the Methodist Episcopal Church and ecitizens of Akron,
Ohio; and the SBecond Christian Church of Warren, Ohio, favor-
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of various officers of the Political Equality
Club of Warren and Jefferson Suffrage League, of Ashtabula,
Olhio, favoring woman suffrage; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of the First Methodist
Churech of Dallas, Tex., favoring Federal censorship of motion
pictures; to the Committee on Education.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Dallas, Tex., favoring
House bill 12028, to amend postal laws; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Dallas, Tex., and Dallas
County, Tex., against Sabbath-observance bill: to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of 330 citizens of Camden,
N. J., protesting against national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 42 citizens of Gloucester County and 13 eiti-
zens of Swedesboro and Bridgeport, all in the State of New
Jersey, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Memorial of Hebrew-American Typo-
graphical Union No. 83, International Typographical Uﬁkm,
relative to the Bartlett-Bacon bill (H. R. 1873); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 146 voters of the twenty-second New York
congressional district, protesting against national prohibition ;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CARY: Petitions of John Kohn, William Peterson,
H. Macklatt, . Winknetz, F. Wans, Thomas Rymers, Joseph
Sheaffer, August Haas, Frank Koenig, H. Guertkon, George
Bingham. Adolph Wilde, Herman Deedrich. Paul Luepke,
Robert Oberdas, J. Myruck, F. Hoenig, William Engle, M.
Twoka, Anton Worzala, H. Krokea, T. Troker, 8. Stamevehski,
and M. Zermuramy, all of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against
the passage of House joint resolution 168 and Senate joint
resolutions 88 and 50 or any other prohibition measures which
tend to prohibit the manufacturer, sale, shipment, or importa-
tion of any kind of alcoholic beverages; to the Committee on
the Judiciary. -

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Brewers' Association and sun-
dry citizens of Milwaukee, Wis, against national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CURRY : Petitions of F. Hurdy, Edward Price, F. H.
Fowles, E. J. Scott, Henry P. Bryant, Julia Punt, E. L. Ingham,
John Stark, Ruth Bayless, Christine Bryant, Silas Williams,
J. Ingold, Maye Robertson, Otis J. Hunt, and Forbes H. Brown,
all of Vallejo, Cal, to submit amendment prohibiting importa-
tion, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquors; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition by the Farmers & Merchants Bank, of Stock-
ton; P. E. Platt, of Stockton; the Union Safe Deposit Bank, of
Stockton; the members of the Grain Trades Association of
California; R. B. Teefy, for the San Joaquin Valley Bank, of
Stockton; the governing boara, associate membership of the
Knights of the Royal Arch; German-American League of Cali-
fornia, all of the State of California, against the passage of the
Hobson national constitutional prohibition resolution; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DALE: Petitions of E. E. Bennett, Martin Wing,
G. H. Armstrong, E. La Montagues, all of New York City, pro-
testing against national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judieiary.

By Mr. DILLON: Petition of sundry citizens of Iort Pierre,
8. Dak., favoring women's suffrage amendment; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. :

By Mr. DIXON: Peétition of 24 voting citizens and the
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Dupont; 50 citizens of Free-
town; 150 citizens of Madison; 50 citizens of Moores Hill; 19
citizens of Seymour; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union
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of Dearborn; and 36 citizens of Decatur County, all of the
State of Indiana, favoring national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of sundry citizens of East Robert-
son, N. Y., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on
the Judiciary. .

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the New York Peace Society, ap-
proving mediation to prevent war with Mexico; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Racine Civies Study Class, urging pas-
gage of the Bristow-Mondell resolution relative to franchise for
women ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FERGUSSON : Petitions of J. T. Lewis, R. R. Wilson,
and 84 other citizens of Jordan, House, Portales, and McAlis-
ter; Barl I. Forbes, J. J. Basden, and 43 other citizens of
Clovis; Mrs. R. R. Yelland, B. H. Porter, Dr. R. D, Holt, and
26 other citizens of Espanola; W. S. Gilliam, E. L. Forgason,
and 41 other citizens of Mesilla Park; the Sunday School Con-
vention, signed by its presiding officer, W. J. Morgan, of ]_h{c-
Alister, 21l in the State of New Mexico, for national prohibi-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Matias Romero; Pablo Martinez, and 10 other
citizens of San Marcial and Clyde, N. Mex., favoring the passage
of House bill 12929, including section 6 thereof, to amend postal
laws; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Matias Romero and 21 other citizens of San
Mareial, Clyde, and San Antonio, N. Mex., protesting against
the enactment of legislation closing the barber shops in the
District of Columbia on Sunday; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

Also, petition of W. P. Riley, Hon. EHugene L. Brewer, Hon.
T. M. Teel, and 37 other citizens of Hope, N. Mex,, and vicinity,
favoring the enactment of legisiation establishing a national
flexible currency; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of the Union Church, representing 100 people,
of Fort Sumner; a singing school, representing 20 people, of
Melrose; a citizens’ meeting, representing 125 people, of Taiban;
a mass meeting, representing 400 people, of Las Vegas; a meet-
ing of cattlemen and ranchmen, represeting 25 people, of Min-
eral Hill; the East Mora County Bible School Association, rep-
resenting 272 people, of Roy; the Liberty Sunday School, repre-
senting 32 people, of Roy; the Methodist Episcopal Church, rep-
resenting 300 people, of Las Cruces; the Presbyterian Church,
representing 100 people, of Las Cruces, all in the State of New
Mexico, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. FERRIS: Petition of the working class of Chickasha,
Okla., relative to intervention by the Government in mining
trouble of Colorado; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: Petition of sundry citizens of
Prescott, Ark., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania : Petition of various voters
of the second congressional district of Pennsylvania; M. A,
Jackson and E. M. Slappelerk, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting
against national prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of various voters of Port Royal and the Presby-
terian Church of Port Royal, Pa,, favoring national prohibition ;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of Manufacturers’ Association of Erie, Pa.,
relative to bills to regulate the conduct of interstate business;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAYDEN : Petition of Elfrido Ara and 48 other resi-
dents of Pirtleville, Ariz., in favor of the Lindquist pure-fabrie
law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comiuerce.

Also, petition of Josiah Fike and 20 other citizens, of J. W.
Owen Post, No. 5, Grand Army of the Republic, of Phoenix,
Ariz., against changing United States flag; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 115 citizens of Prescott, Ariz., favoring na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of H. F. Courter and 12 other citizens of Solo-
monville, Ariz, favoring House bill 12028 to amend postal
laws; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Thatcher, Ariz., favoring
equal suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of H. F. Courter and 14 other residents of
Solomonville, Ariz., against the passage of House bill 7826, a
bill to provide for closing barber shops in the Distriet of Colum-
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.
~ By Mr. HINEBAUGH : Petition of variou# voters of the
twelfth congressional district of Illinois, protesting against na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiclary. :
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By Mr. HOWELL: Thirty-four telegrams from Charles H:
Smith, H. Buchmiller, A. L. Brewer, T. H., Carr, Robert. L.
Proudfit, James Pingree, Last & Thomas, A. P. Biglow, Ogden
Wholesale Drug Co., Murphy Hardy Co., A. R, MeIntyre, J. L.
Carlson, J. N. Spargo, Dr. C. F. Osgood, C. J. Humphries, 7. D.
Ryan, ¥. Fouts, George McCormick, W. H. Harris, H. M. Rowe,
Patrick” Healy, G. H. Tribe & Co., Ogden City Ice Co., W. B.
Porterfield, M. 8. Browning, J. W. Abbot, Joseph Scoavscroft,
Union Portland Cement Co., Buchmiller & Flower, Thomas G.
Burt, W. H. Chevers, A. M, Miller, Frank J. Stevens, and David
Mattson, all of Ogden, Utah, protesting against national con-
stitutional prohibition amendment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petitions of various churches representing G80 citizens
of Balt Lake City, 272 citizens of Ogden, 50 citizens of Garland,
105 citizens of Tremonton, 23 citizens of Ferron, 50 citizens of
Logan, 16 citizens of Delta, 26 citizens of Richfield, G5 citizens
of Moab, and 21 citizens of Ephraim, all in the State of Utah,
t?vorlng national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. HULINGS: Petition of 18 citizens of Oil City, Pa.,
protesting against national prohibition ; to the Committee on the
Judieciary.

Also, petitions of the First Presbyterian Sunday School,
Ridgway, representing 250 persons; thé Christian Endeavor
Society, Ridgway, representing 40 persons; the Ridgway Free
Methodist Church, Ridgway, representing 40 persons; the Trin-
ity Methodist Episcopal Church, Ridgway, representing 800 per-
sons; the Ridgway Presbyterian Missionary Society, Ridgway,
representing 30 persons; the Woman’s Home Missionary Soclety,
Ridgway, representing 56 persons; the Epworth League of
Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, Ridgway, representing 43
persons; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Youngville,
representing 62 persons; the Missionary Soclety, Second Presby-
terian Church, Oil City, representing 90 persons; the Children’s
Aid Society, Oil City, representing 75 persons; and the Trinity
Sunday School, Spartansburg, representing 19 citizens, all in
the State of Pennsylvania, favoring House resolution 168, the
Hobson resolution, for national prohibition by Federal amend-
ment to the Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition signed by 109 voters of Grove City, Mercer
County, Pa., in favor of the national prohibition amendment; to
the Committee on the Judiciary. :

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington : Petition of sundry eiti-
zens of the State of Washington, against national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary,

Also, petitions of various churches representing 21 citizens of
Seattle, 100 citizens of Mount Vernon, 30 citizens of Friday Har-
bor, 65 citizens of Renton, 35 citizens of Belleville, and 60 eiti-
zens of Allen, all in the State of Washington, favoring national
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. IGOE: Petition of the J. B. Sickles Saddlery Co. and
the P. K. Engineers of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KEISTER : Petition of 120 citizens of Mount Pleasant,
b5 citizens of Irwin, 83 citizeng of Scottdale, and sundry citizens
of Slippery Rock, all in the State of Pennsylvania, favoring na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Alsgo, petition of sundry citizens of Slippery Rock, Pa., favor-
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KINDEL: Petition of sundry citizens of Denver, Colo.,
favoring House bill 12928, to amend postal laws; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ’

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Denver and Fort Lupton,
Colo., protesting against passage of the Sabbath-observance bill;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the fifth congressional
distriet of Colorado and sundry citizens of Denver, Colo., pro-
testing against national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey : Petitions of F. T.. Wester-
field, T. J. Mallory, and sundry citizens of the eighth congres-
sional distriet of New Jersey, protesting against national pro-
hibition; to the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KONOP: Memorial of the University Club; the Ra-
cine Suffrage Association, of Racine; and sundry citizens of
Peshtigo, all in the State of Wisconsin, relative to franchise for
women ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Carl Fredrickson and others, of Athelstone,
Wis., protesting against national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary. ;

By Mr. LONERGAN: Petition of the Equal Franchise League,
of New Britain, Conn., favoring the passage of the Bristow-
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Mondell resolution enfranchising women; to the Commitiee on
the Judieciary.

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of 305 citizens of TUlster
County, N. Y., protesting against national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McCOY : Petitions of 4,885 citizens of the ninth con-
gressional distriet of New Jersey, against national prohibition ;
to the Mommittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 8,000 citizens of Essex County, N. J., against
national prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Essex County, N. J., and
other cities of New Jersey, favoring national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of various banks of Newark, N. J., favoring
amendment to income-iax law; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY : Petitions and resolutions of the
Eaton Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church, of Livermore
Falls; the Hannibal Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of
Lewiston; the Park Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of
Lewiston; the High Street Congregational Church, of Auburn;
Kast Hebron Grange, No. 300, of Turner; Advance Ledge, No.
10, Independent Order of Good Templars, of South Lewiston;
and sundry citizens of East Hebron and Livermore Falls, all of
the State of Maine, fAivoring national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr,. MAGUIRE of Nebraska : Petitions of various churches
and organizations, representing 1,071 citizens of Lincoln, Nebr.,
favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of sundry citizens of the thirty-
second congressional district of New York, against national pro-
hibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Three Mile Bay, Phila-
delphia, and Earlville, all in the State of New York, favoring
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NEELY of West Virginia: Petitions of thé West Mil-
ford Methodist Episcopal Church, of West Milford; the Duff
Street Sunday Scheol; the Sycamore Methodist Episcopal
Church; the Coburns Creek Methodist Episcopal Church; the
8t. Paul’'s Sunday School; the First Methodist Tpiscopal Sun-
day School; the First Presbyterian Bunday School; the S8t
Mark's Evangelical Lutheran Sunday School; the First Bap-
tist Sunday School; and the Christian Church S8unday School,
all of Clarksburg, W. Va., for national constitutional prohibition
amendment ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By AMr. NELSON: Petition of sundry citizens of .Darlington,
‘Wis., and Grant County, Wis, against national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the third congressional
district of Wisconsin, favoring woman suffrage amendment; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. J. I. NOLAN : Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce
of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage of Senate bill 2993,
relative to appropriation for new buildings for marine hospital
at San Francisco, Cal.; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. PAIGE of M~ssachusetts: Petition of sundry citizeus
of Athol, Mass,, favoring passage of House bill 120928, retain-
ing section 6; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Athol and Petersham,
Magss,, protesting against national prohibition; to the Comimit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of sundry citizens of Massachu-

setts, against national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
. Also, petitions of 400 citizens of Lawrence, 100 citizens of
Winchester, and 150 citizens of Reading, all in the State of
Massachusetts, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. POST: Petitions of sundry citizens of Pigua, Ohio,
favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judici-

ary.

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Petitions of 500 men and
women of Reno, Nev., favoring Bristow-Mondell constitutional
amendment for woman’s suffrage; to the Committee on the
Judielary.

By Mr. SCULLY : Petitions of sundry citizens of Middlesex
County, N. J., protesting against national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SELDOMRIDGE : Petitionsof variouschurches repre-
senting 529 citizens of Pueblo, 30 citizens of Steamboat Springs,
100 citizens of Fowler, and sundry citizens of Bayfield, all in
the State of Colorado, favoring national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

Also, petition of the Denver Convention Association against
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SELLS: Petition of 320 citizens of Tazewell, Tenn.,
favoring national prohibition; to the Committes on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. STAFFORD : Petition of 2,991 voters of the fifth dis-
frict of Wisconsin, protesting against national prohibition; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolution adopted by the
St. Paul Turnverein Society, of St. Paul, Minn., urging passage
of the Hamill bill, providing pensions for nged employees of
the IGoremment; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil
Service.

By Mr. TAVENNER: Petition of Joseph L. Haag, president
of the Municipal League of Rock Island County, Rock Island,
11, against national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of Victor Roderick, of La Harpe, Ill, favoring
Stevens bill (H. R. 13305) relative to standardization of prices;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. WALSH: Petition of 2,839 citizens of the fourth
congressional distriet of New Jersey, protesting against na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. .

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Mrs. I. Ernsberger, of Ada,
Ohlo, and other members of the Woman's Christian Temperance
Union, urging the adoption of House joint resolution No. 168,
relating to national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of Mrs. Martha MecCarty, of Delaware, Ohio,
and other members of the Delaware County Woman's Christian
Temperance Union, urging the adoption of House joint resolu-
tion No. 168, relating to national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of John N. Schirmer, of Cleveland, Ohio, pro-
testing against the adoption of House joint resolution 168, re-
lating to national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Also, petition of Barney Schleper, of Findlay, Ohio, protesting
against the adoption of House joint resolution 168, relating
to national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Joseph A. SBchmitt, of Bedford, Ohio, protest-
ing against the-adoption of House joint resolution 168, relat-
ing to national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Mrs. M. Hickernell, of Ada, Ohio, and other
members of the Women's Home Missionary Society of the First
Methodist Episcopal Church, urging the adoption of House joint
resolution 168, relating to national prohibition ; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Emerson Ritter, of Cable, Ohio, representing
40 members of the Mount Carmel Christian Endeavor, urging
the adoption of House joint resolution 168, relating to national
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WINSLOW : Petition of sundry citizens of Massachu-
setts against national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of 3,000 cilizens of Worcester, Mass,, favoring
national prohibition; to,the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WOODRUFF : Petition of sundry citizens of Bay City,
Mich., against national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpay, May 11, 191},

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Father in heaven, we thank Thee for the spirit of patriotism
which obtains in the hearts of our people, that to-day the tears
of a Nation will mingle with the tears of those bereft of their
dear ones, who died upholding the honor and dignity of the
flag which we cherish as the emblem of all that we hold sacred.
The Nation honors itself in honoring its precious dead, and
while she thus cares for her defenders she will not want for
patriots in peace or in war, Be with, we beseech Thee, the
stricken and torn hearts in this hour of sorrow. May they look
to a bright beyond, where the true, the brave, self-sacrificing
find a glorious,reward. Peace be to their ashes, and joy in-
effable to their souls as they go marching on, and everlasting
praise be Thine. In the name of the Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read
and approved.
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